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CHAPTER XVI ON AMERICAN COMMERCE 


. history, man has longed 
to fly. In 1783 the Montgolfier brothers in 
France gave him the balloon inflated with hot 
air. Von Zeppelin inflated the balloon with 
hydrogen gas; Leonardo da Vinci invented the 
helicopter and the parachute, and surprisingly 
enough, the aerial screw on which present-day 
airplanes are based. 

Americans were early to experiment with 
heavier-than-air machines. Langley, the 
Wright brothers, and then Curtiss; who in 
1909 won the grand prize at the world’s first 
airplane races at Paris. After the stimulus of 
the World War, trans-cceanke fights ater ON MARCH 15, 1939... this new Pan American ‘“‘Super-Clipper,” the world’s largest aircraft, either 


military or commercial, is scheduled to start its first passenger Trans-Pacific flight. e ‘‘Super- 


P ° Clipper’’ is an all-metal, double-deck, four-engined flying boat of 6,000 horsepower, which can carry 
made, and now we have our history-making 74 passengers, total persons 89, and a cargo of 5,000 pounds. It has five main passenger cabins, each 


Lindbergh and Howard Hughes. ese ead cdaven vulelee 14 en pnemde daly notnd bs tab deat tene. hac oatneaaeeed tek tata ond 
Today in the United States huge air transports py gallons of fuel. Maximum speed is 180 miles per hour; range 4,275 miles; and ceiling 
speed every hour of the day and night over 

lighted and radio-equipped airways, carrying more than PACI FIC-ARGENTINE - BRAZIL LINE, Inc. 
1,500,000 passengers each year. Statistics show that a 

person is safer riding in a commercial airplane than in a 

private automobile. 

Pan American Airways has linked the United States with ~ STEAMSHIP 
the Orient, and just as it has pioneered passenger traffic ~ COMPANY 
between Latin America and this country, likewise has the 

Pacific-Argentine-Brazil Line developed an Inter-American 
trade route between the Pacific Coast of the U. S. and the 
East Coast of South America from 71,000 tons in 1926, toa 


East ffices: Philadelphia, New Y i ; 
present average of 230,000 tons of general cargo annually. neneaiee "Norfolk, Chicago, “ik Ayeb: > alae 


461 Market St., San Francisco 
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°§ sell hot because 
they run cool... 


Put én onand watch 


READ WHY WE DARE SAY: 


No 


matter what any other truck 
tires have ever done for 
ou, the Goodyear YKL tire 


HERE'S no stalling when it comes to 
truck and bus tires—they either stand 
up or they don’t. 


So when we tell you that Goodyear YKL’s are 
the greatest improvement in truck tires in 20 
years, we are backed up by hundreds of letters 
reporting mileage increases of from 60% up 
to 200% and 300% from these cool-running 
indefatigable performers. 


The inside reason for this sensational balloon- 
ing of mileage is an entirely new basic material 
developed under the guidance of Goodyear 
engineers — a feather-light, amazingly tough 
satin-like rayon cord, called RAYOTWIST*— 
spun from cotton cellulose and like carbo- 
hydrates. 


RAYOTWIST is lighter, stronger, far superior 
to ordinary cord in its amazing resistance to 
heat—the cause of 83% of all truck tire failures. 


This is the foundation for the NINE major 
advantages that YKL’s give you, and the 
harder the service the bolder these advantages 
stand out: 


I—LONGER TREAD WEAR 

2—LONGER BODY LIFE 

3—GREATER BRUISE RESISTANCE 

4—GREATER SAFETY FACTOR FOR OVERLOADS 
5—GREATER SAFETY FACTOR FOR UNDER-INFLATION 
6©—GREATER RESISTANCE TO SPEED HEAT 
77—GREATER RESISTANCE TO BRAKE DRUM HEAT 
S—GREATER USE OF RETREADS AND RECAPS 
9—GREATER ACCIDENT IMMUNITY 


Why penalize your hauling with needless cost 
and trouble? Take the word of hard-boiled 
operators who are using YKL’s: Put’em on and 
watch your mileage jump! 


THE GREATEST NAME 


Published weekly by Tue Trarric Service Corp., 418 S. 
second class matter January 1, 1913, at the postoffice at Chicago, Ill., under the 


fous taileage jump! 


READ YOUR GOOD FORTUNE 
IN THE STARS 


Among the new and improved 
products we have developed in 
commemoration of the Hundredth 
Anniversary of Charles Goodyear’s 
Discovery of the Vulcanization of 
Rubber, we especially call your at- 
tention to the following: 


we THE NEW GOODYEAR CENTENNIAL 
*“G-100"" TIRE 


¥& THE NEW DOUBLE EAGLE* TIRE 

& THE NEW YKL* TRUCK AND BUS TIRE 
%& THE LIFEGUARD* 

te THE NEW “’G-3’ ALL-WEATHER®* TIRE 
te THE NEW PATHFINDER* TIRE 


MORE TONS ARE HAULED ON 
GOODYEAR TRUCK TIRES THAN 
ON ANY OTHER KIND 


*Trade-marks of 
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company 


Market St., Chicago, Ill. 


Entered as 


ct of March 3, 1879, 
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Br ee eek ee ne RTS a war ge thi we 


AREFUL grooming of freight en- 


gines, to keep them at peak efficiency, is but one of 
hundreds of ways in which Chesapeake and Ohio 
equipment, plant and man-power are kept fit and 


dependable...ready to speed your shipments safely to 
destination—on time. 





In all principal cities, Chesapeake and Ohio 
representatives are ready to find quick and 
efficent solutions for your shipping problems. 


CHESAPEAKE .,.d Ci. LINES 


CONTROLLED PERFORMANCE 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 





CONGRESS AND RATE-MAKING 


HATEVER may be said in criticism of those 

who carry their freight rate troubles to congress- 

men rather than to the Commission, the hearings on 
the bills and resolutions proposing congressional rate- 
making directions of one kind or another will have 
served a good purpose if the predictions that Congress 
will do nothing with the bills and resolutions come true. 
One might have thought, from the meetings held 

by southern and western members of Congress recently 
as a prelude to the hearings before the interstate com- 
merce committees, that hordes of shippers would be 
present to urge legislation telling the Commission what 
to do and how to do it. The remarkable thing about 


the hearings was the failure of the great majority of the 
witnesses to ask that the bills and resolutions be made 
law—that, instead, they insisted that rate-making was 
a function Congress had delegated to the Commission 
as its agent and that it should permit its agent to work 
without being unduly restricted by arbitrary directions. 


There was testimony indicating that shippers 
wanted no more of investigations such as those that 
resulted from the adoption of the Hoch-Smith resolu- 
tion in 1925. Another congressional resolution direct- 
ing a special inquiry into territorial and interterritorial 
rates would prove as undesirable and as objectionable 
as did the Hoch-Smith resolution. It is gratifying that 
shippers now tell Congress they do not favor adoption 
of such resolutions. The legislative committee of the 
Commission, in its report on the joint resolution Senator 
Hill introduced, for an investigation by the Commis- 
sion of the regional rate complaints, called attention to 
the Hoch-Smith resolution investigations. 


“Our experience showed conclusively that general 
investigations of rates on particular commodities 
throughout the country or in large sections thereof, or 
similar investigations of class rates, are very time-con- 
suming and burdensome to all concerned,” said Com- 
missioner Eastman in this report. “Complaints with 
respect to particular rate situations presented by those 
who deem themselves to be aggrieved can ordinarily 
be determined with greater expedition and less burden.” 

Opposition to rate-making legislation or resolutions 
directing that special inquiries be made by the Commis- 
sion into this or that rate situation does not carry with 
it the implication, of course, that everything is lovely 
in the railroad rate structure and that those who think 
they have reason to complain shall not be heard—in 
the proper place. In fact, the movement—whether 
wholly political or not—that resulted in the hearings 
before the interstate commerce committees should have 
attention. If it is entirely political, it should be exposed 
as such. If it is not, the necessary steps to meet the 
complaints should be taken. It may be that here is a 
challenge to the Commission, the shippers, and the rail- 
roads. If there is substantial basis for the complaints, 
it may be asked, why have the railroads permitted it to 
reach the point where shippers think they must appeal 
to their congressmen for relief? 

Why should not the representatives of the Com- 
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mission, shippers, and railroads try the conference 
method of considering these complaints? A formal pro- 
ceeding always may be instituted but it would be much 
better if an adjustment could be effected without resort 
to that. Business complains of too much governmental 
interference, and there is justification for the com- 
plaint, but business—and here we mean shippers and 
railroads—would be doing something more valuable 
than talk if they could compose principal differences 
without asking formal rulings by the Commission. 
Another thing these hearings have brought out, 
it seems to us, is the need for education of members of 
Congress—particularly of members of the interstate 
commerce committees—on the subject of rate-making. 
Of course, it is a generally accepted fact that congress- 
men are ignorant on this subject and only a few become 
informed, after they have had occasion to deal with the 
subject from a legislative point of view over a long period 
of years. These congressmen—those on the interstate 
commerce committees—recommend legislation affecting 
transportation and, where it is obvious that they are 
in the dark on the subject, at least an effort should be 
made to enlighten them. It seems to us that here is a 
job—in part—for the railroads. The tendency, when a 
congressman reveals that he is ignorant, is to say he 
doesn’t want to see the light or that he is a “dumb-bell.”’ 
That attitude should not be taken until an effort to 
educate has been made and proved to be of no use. 
Aside from any other considerations, we doubt the 
wisdom of shipper representatives carrying their com- 
plaints about rate adjustments to congressmen as they 
have done in this instance. They have told the country 
that their sections are discriminated against in freight 
rates—before committees that, in the nature of things, 
can not give them proper relief. This is not the way to 
proceed in the interest of the sections alleged to be dis- 
criminated against. The appeal should be made first to 
the railroads, and if not successful there, then to the 
Commission. If the idea is that, because of a lot of com- 
motion before congressional committees, the Commis- 
sion will grant relief when it otherwise would not do 
so, then that is a low conception of the body the Con- 
gress has created to deal with the making of rates. 


GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The House passed the government reorganization bill 
March 8 after adopting amendments, including one eliminating 
the provision that the President could transfer from independ- 
ent agencies such as the Commission the function of preparing 
estimates of appropriations, and one exempting from the re- 
organizing power the National Mediation Board, the Railroad 
Adjustment Board and the Railroad Retirement Board. An 
amendment seeking to exempt also the Civil Aeronautics Au- 
thority was rejected. 

The Brookings Institution has published a book entitled, 
“Reorganization of the National Government,” by Dr. Lewis 
Meriam and Dr. Laurence F. Schmeckebier. Possibilities of 
economy through mere structural reorganization of federal ad- 
ministrative agencies are relatively minor in comparison with 
those which might be realized by the elimination and curtail- 
ment of activities, according to the study, which pointed out 
that two procedures might be utilized in seeking these larger 
savings. 

One, said a review of the book, involved subjecting all pres- 
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ent functions and activities to a rigorous, detailed pruning proc- 
ess, and meant that beneficiaries of the national government who 
were now receiving from it subsidies, etc., would find these 
aids curtailed. The second procedure, it was stated, involved 
the development of a more consistent social and economic pro- 
gram through the reexamination of broad policies now in con- 
flict. Such a major problem as the development of a healthy 
coordinated and self-supporting transportation system was In- 
volved in this procedure, it was stated. ; 

Power to reorganize the Commission is not included in bills 
reported to the House and Senate by the select committee on 
government organization of the House (H. R. 4425) and by the 
special committee to investigate the executive agencies of the 
government of the Senate (S. 1706). 

Under the House bill the President could exercise power 
with respect to the function of preparing estimates of appro- 
priations of such independent agencies as the Commission. 

The Senate bill eliminates the provisions of the House bill 
allowing the function of preparing their own appropriation esti- 
mates to be transferred from the so-called quasi legislative, 
quasi judicial, regulatory independent agencies to some other 
agency. 

The Senate committee said the Bureau of the Budget re- 
ported that these agencies worked with it in full cooperation 
in the preparation of preliminary estimates just as other 
agencies did. It regarded the proposal to authorize transfer 
of that function as “dangerous.” 


RAILROAD PARCEL POST 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The following is offered for what it is worth and invites 
constructive criticism: 

A considerable tonnage of merchandise moves via parcel 
post or express. With respect to parcel post, you take the 
package to the post office, have it weighed, and place thereon 
the proper amount of stamps. Upon arrival at destination the 
package is delivered. If you did the same thing by freight 
the cost of waybilling and various clerical expenses would eat 
up the total gross revenue accruing to that particular package. 
Just why is it impossible for the railroads to perform precisely 
the same service as parcel post and in exactly the same manner 
—that is, take your package to the station, pay the transpor- 
tation charges, and leave the package there, such package to 
be delivered at destination, let us say, by the Express Agency, 
which is now owned by the rail lines? You do not give any 
receipt and you do not issue any waybills and you have prac- 
tically no clerical expense. To arrive at the proper revenue 
to accrue to the carriers, each line handling such traffic would, 
naturally, have a record of the number of packages received at 
their various stations and the number of packages delivered 
from their own stations. The total inbound and outbound pack- 
ages of each road would bear a relationship to the entire gross 
revenue of all lines in the United States covering this less- 
carload merchandise and on this basis each carrier would re- 
ceive its pro-rata proportion of the gross revenue accruing from 
all such transportation facilities. 


Here is a wonderful opportunity for the auditors and ac- 
countants of the railroads to shoot this proposition full of holes. 


H. B. Tooker, Vice-President, 


Nevada Northern Ry. Co. 
San Francisco, Calif., March 1, 1939. 





RAIL PASSENGER ADVERTISING 


Without drawing any conclusions therefrom, the Commis- 
sion’s Bureau of Statistics has made line charts covering 
eighteen railroads showing advertising and passenger traffic 
trends for the years 1929 to 1937, both years inclusive. The 
lines in the charts show the direction of advertising expenses 
(assigned and apportioned to passenger and allied services), 
passenger-miles, passenger revenue and revenue by the pas- 
senger-mile, as shown by figures submitted to the bureau in 
accordance with the orders of the Commission pertaining to the 
submission of statistical data. The charts pertain to the Balti- 
more & Ohio, Delaware, Lackawanna & Western, Erie-Ghicago 
& Erie, New York Central, New Haven, Pennsylvania, Atlantic 
Coast Line, Chesapeake & Ohio, Illinois Central, Louisville & 
Nashville, Seaboard Air Line, Southern, Santa Fe, Burlington, 
Chicago & North Western, Milwaukee, Southern Pacific, Union 
Pacific and leased lines. 

Generally speaking, the lines of the charts show that pas- 
senger business and advertising were low at the same times, 
the low points being in 1933. In general the lines showing ex- 
penditures for advertising and revenue went up and down to- 
gether. 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





An army officer, Col. Edwin M. 
Watson, who has been the White 
House military aide throughout the 
Roosevelt administration, has been 
appointed by President Roosevelt to 

* be a presidential secretary. He is 
to fill the vacancy created by the resignation of the President’s 
son, James. 

Primarily the colonel is to be liaison officer between the 
President and the various governmental agencies, including 
the Commission. President Roosevelt designated his son to 
coordinate the work of the agencies and, by reports to him 
made by the heads of the agencies, keep the President in- 
formed. 

Commissioner Miller was chairman when that arrange- 
ment was made. He called at the White House several times 
under that arrangement when there were things pending in 
which both the President and the Commission had an interest 
—as, for instance, the tax on undistributed surplus. Commis- 
sioner Splawn, while he was chairman, often went to the White 
House to discuss proposed legislation. Chairman Caskie, when 
asked what his plans were, said that when something came up 
of interest to the Commission and the President he would go 
to the White House and talk with either the President or his 
secretary, just as the President desired. 


Commission Chairman 
May Report to Army 
Officer at White House 





Earlier than in any other re- 
cent quadrennium, Washington has 
taken on the look of worry of the 
presidential year. And what else 
is unusual is that the workers of 
political magic on the Roosevelt 
side of the line are making few efforts to hide any of their 
moves with a handkerchief, a napkin, or a “plug” hat. They 
are working in the open. 


For instance, the President’s determination to bring peace 
in the leadership of organized labor. The hard names William 
Green, of the American Federation of Labor, and John L. 
Lewis, of the C. I. O., have chucked at each other have not 
deterred the President. Their representatives, with Lewis play- 
ing the part of Woodrow Wilson, are meeting in a labor war 
Versailles. Green, perhaps a more correct student of peace 
conference tactics, sent delegates who could negotiate only ad 
referendum, Green sitting in the background, like the Senate, 
to check his delegates, if they become enamored of an imprac- 
tical idea, as the Senate checked Wilson after he had negotiated 


almost as if there were no Senate to which his work would be 
referred. 


And there is Harry Hopkins, the new Secretary of the De- 
partment of Commerce, carrying arms full of olive branches 
for business. Some of his friends glumly believe, that he is 
not succeeding very well in passing them out to business. Thus 
far, so runs the thought, the speech to his home folks in Iowa, 
has not shown any of the qualities of a cloud by day or a pil- 
lar of fire by night. He got a “build-up” for the Des Moines 
effort not at all inferior to the “build-up” of Two-Ton Tony 
Galento for his fight with Joe Louis. 


Without peace amveng the labor leaders and acquiescence, 
if not enthusiasm, among business men, the thought seems to 
be that President Roosevelt will not be able to overcome that 
part of his party that is inclined to regard Vice President Gar- 
ner and the unpurged senators as political saints. Talk about 
the President starting a third party so as to scare the followers 
of Garner and the unpurged senators into allowing him to run 
the party convention next year is not so often heard now as 
it was a few months ago. The talk did not work, seemingly. 
Garner and the unpurged senators, not to mention the other 
so-called conservative Democrats, seemed to view with equa- 
nimity the possibility of Franklin Roosevelt doing to his party 
what Theodore Roosevelt had done to his. This, it might be 
suggested, was not strange. They are, with few exceptions, 
veterans of the time when Democratic leaders arranged af- 
fairs in the south on the theory that a Republican would be 
boss in the White House and it would be seemly for Demo- 


crats to get a share of the patronage from a Republican Presi- 
dent. 


Washington’s Face Sick- 
lied Over with the 
Pale Cast of Politics 
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Over on the Republican side of the line, Senator Taft, of 
Ohio, is zealous in making speeches and contacts with Repub- 
licans all over the country. Governor Bricker, of the Buckeye 
state, apparently, is attending to his knitting in Columbus on 
the theory that, if he can carry out his policy of economy in 
state administration that hurts, the thoughts of his party will 
turn to him right at the time when the selection of delegates 
will be the order of business of the day. Delegate-selecting 
will begin very soon after he has completed one year in office. 
If at that time he is able to show that the cost of government 
can be cut down, mightily, the facts of his accomplishment, 
many believe, will give him some chance of beating Taft in 
the garnering of delegates from the one time hot-house for the 
propogation of candidates for the presidency. 

Naturally, however, the doings over on the Roosevelt line 
will attract more attention for months to come than on the 
Republican. That is the camp of the party in power which, 
under the ordinary rules of politics, enters the presidential 
campaign with the greater number of chances of winning. It 
may, therefore, be suggested that it is natural for Washington 
now to wear a pronounced political cast of countenance, though 
the coming of that look is earlier than usual. 





Roundly speaking, every person 
who in the last eighteen years has re- 
ceived an invitation to the White House 
has seen an example of penmanship 
he is not likely to see again. “He” in 
this instance is generic. 

Harry H. Little, the man who has helped the President 
and his wife obey the social canon that the superscription of an 
invitation must be hand-written, has been placed on the re- 
tired list, having served one year beyond the age of seventy, 
by permission of President Roosevelt. But searching the re- 
tired list of White House employes for the name of Harry H. 
Little would be a waste of time. The disciple of Spencer who 
served the White House in writing “Mr. and Mrs. R. Q. Jones” 
was an employe of the Interstate Commerce Commission, hold- 
ing classified civil service status. When the White House 
needed a man who “could write a good hand,” as the old folks 
used to say, Little left the section of mails and files of the 
Bureau of Administration of the Commission to address the 
envelopes covering invitations and also the enclosed cards 
to be presented to the door man and to the keeper of the gates 
if the invited one drove to the President’s house in an auto- 
mobile. 

While Little has been on the rolls of the Commission since 
1906, his service at the White House covered only about eight- 
een years. A year ago, when he reached the age of seventy, 
President Roosevelt extended the term of his active service for 
one year. 

Technically, though probably not actually, the White 
House is looking around for a penman. Actually, it probably 
has dozens of men or women who have thought enough of their 
penmanship to keep it in the good order it was in while they 
were practicing by writing in “copy” books. City schools may 
not be paying much attention to hand-writing but country 
schools are, or were a few years ago. Therefore, the White 
House unless it decides to flout the social canon, will have no 
trouble in getting a new penman. 


White House Social 
Penman Goes 
into Retirement 





Scientific exploration and_in- 
creasingly greater knowledge of the 
best methods of producing petroleum 
are building up this country’s under- 
ground reserves of crude oil at nearly 
twice the rate at which it is being 
produced. So says the American Petroleum Industries Com- 
mittee of New York. While what the fabled lamp accomplished 
bugged the eyes of childhood, what the oil industry is doing 
outshines anything the lamp ever did, except, possibly, in time. 

Proved reserves at the beginning of the year, the Ameri- 
can Petroleum Institute said, indicated that, in the five years 
from 1934 through 1938, new discoveries totaled more than 
9,500,000,000 barrels. Discoveries, including changes in pre- 
vious estimates of older fields, based on better knowledge of 
underground oil sand (rock, to the non-technical man), aver- 
aged more than 1,900,000,000 barrels annually. 

Total known reserves at the beginning of this year were 
17,348,146,000 barrels, the highest ever known in the indus- 
try’s 80-year history. Average annual production in the 1934- 
1938 period was less than 1,100,000,000 barrels. As late as 
1925, proved reserves were less than 5,000,000,000 barrels. Yet 
since that time more than 13,000,000,000 barrels have been 
produced. But more than seventeen billions are known still to 
be in the ground. That estimate, the committee asserts, covers 
only reserves proved by drilling. 

And yet less than a month ago the Natural Resources Com- 


Phooey! Says the 
Oil Industry to Alad- 
din and His Lamp 
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mittee was suggesting conservation with more government 
agencies to boss the job (see Traffic World, Feb. 25, p. 413). 
The two things seem inconsistent. The government people im- 
plied scarcity unless more of them were employed, while the 
industry insisted there was plenty and that by its improved 
methods there was an assurance of an abundant supply with- 
out aid from government. 


Washington is beginning to sus- 
pect that President Roosevelt, when, 
in addressing the two houses of 
Congress on the one hundred and 
fiftieth anniversary of their first 
meeting he explained the meaning 
of “horse and buggy days” as used by him in connection with 
the destruction by the Supreme Court of the N.R.A., rubbed 
salt on a wound almost healed. He said it was not used in 
derogation. He did not say in derogation of what. 

“We use it, rather,” said he, ‘‘to explain the tedious de- 
lays and the local antagonism and jealousies which beset our 
early paths.” 

When characterizing what the Supreme Court had done in 
the Schechter case—the one that killed the Blue Eagle—he said 
it took the country back to the horse and buggy days. Apply- 
ing his explanation to what the court had done his characteri- 
zation was that the court had taken the country back to “the 
tedious delays and the local antagonisms and jealousies which 
beset our early paths.” 

That is exactly the idea that was drawn from his language 
by practically every one of the newspaper correspondents who 
heard the President’s utterance about the Supreme Court. The 
utterance was long enough and censorious enough for some to 
think it worthy to be called a tirade. But it was not monoto- 
nous, a quality possessed by a tirade. 

In further explanation of the use of the phrase, the Presi- 
dent said: “And we use it, perhaps, to remind our citizens of 
today (Supreme Court justices?) that the automobile, the rail- 
road, the airplane, the electrical impulse over the wire and 
through the ether leave to no citizen an excuse for sectional- 
ism, for delay in the public business, or for a failure to main- 
tain a full understanding of the acceleration of the processes 
of civilization.” 

“Acceleration of the processes of civilization” through legis- 
lation by the President of the United States instead of by Con- 
gress, it might be suggested, is the thing the court stopped by 
the decision.—A.E.H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended March 4 totaled 
598,691 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was an increase of 38,082 cars or 6.8 per cent 
above the preceding week, 45,799 or 8.3 per cent above the 
corresponding week in 1938, and 131,638 or eighteen per cent 
under the same week in 1937. 

All districts reported increases compared with the corre- 
sponding week in 1938 except the Southwestern, which reported 
a decrease. All districts reported decreases compared with the 
corresponding week in 1937. 


Horse and Buggy Days 
Explanation That 
Worsens the Sting 


1939 1938 1937 
ee ee 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
Week ended March 4 .............. 598,691 552,892 730,329 
BOE. chao oN Geb hsiostndassnndens 5,198,543 4,965,145 6,208,235 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended March 
4 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXIII, No. 10 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,612 and 6,381; live 
stock, 731 and 877; coal, 29,922 and 28,157; coke, 2,747 and 2,085; forest 
products, 1,694 and 1,829; ore, 589 and 609; merchandise, L. C. L., 
38,783 and 37,859; miscellaneous, 57,129 and 46,581; total, 1939, 135,052; 
1938, 122,793; 1937, 168,365. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,817 and 3,667; live 
stock, 731 and 877; coal, 29,922 and 28,157; coke, 2,747 and 2,085; forest 
products, 659 and 622; ore, 1,493 and 1,578; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,252 and 25,589; miscellaneous, 51,827 and 41,690; total, 1939, 117,448; 
1938, 104,265; 1937, 154,678. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 279 and 290; live 
stock, 86 and 52; coal, 32,466 and 24,300; coke, 674 and 345; forest 
products, 420 and 406; ore, 85 and 56; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,643 and 
51,585; miscellaneous, 5,516 and 4,585; total, 1939, 45,169; 1938, 35,619; 
1937, 55,651. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,254 and 2,492; live 
stock, 856 and 894; coal, 17,037 and 12,755; coke, 373 and 346; forest 
products, 7,810 and 8,733; ore, 897 and 645; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,387 and 28,111; miscellaneous, 35,173 and 37,377; total, 1939, 92,787; 
1938, 91,353; 1937, 113,847. . 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,472 and 7,640; 
live stock, 2,100 and 2,302; coal, 7,827 and 5,185; coke, 1,230 and 556; 
forest products, 6,188 and 7,540; ore, 298 and 301; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 18,690 and 18,576; miscellaneous, 25,675 and 23,964; total, 1939, 
69,480; 1938, 66,064; 1937, 79,375. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 8,512 and 
8,621; live stock, 4,032 and 4,559; coal, 10,859 and 7,459; coke, 174 and 
137; forest products, 4,623 and 4,279; ore, 5,323 and 3,432; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 24,598 and 24,088; miscellaneous, 37,083 and 33,615; total, 
1939, 95,204; 1938, 86,190; 1937, 105,349. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,398 and 3,948; 
live stock, 897 and 1,016; coal, 3,826 and 2,658; coke, 98 and 73; forest 
products, 3,052 and 3,523; ore, 294 and 184; merchandise, L. C. L., 
11,067 and 11,690; miscellaneous, 20,919 and 23,516; total, 1939, 43,551; 
1938, 46,608; 1937, 53,064. 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways, excluding switching and terminal 
companies, reported a total of 943,682 employes as of the middle 
of December, 1938, and total compensation for that month of 
$150,372,130, according to the Commission’s monthly statement 
of wage statistics of steam railways, prepared by its Bureau of 
Statistics from carrier reports. The employment was 62,780 or 
6.24 per cent less than the number reported for December, 
1937. The total number of hours paid for was 4.5 per cent 
less and the total compensation 4.25 per cent less in December, 
1938, than in December, 1937. The index of railway employ- 
ment, adjusted for season, had risen for the sixth consecutive 
month, said the bureau. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for the 
month of December was reported as follows: Executives, offi- 
cials, and staff assistants, $27,825; professional, clerical, and 
general, $1,093,330; maintenance of way and structures, $67,592; 
maintenance of equipment and stores, $493,098; transportation 
(other than train, engine and yard), $94,648; and transpor- 
tation (yardmasters, switch tenders and hostlers), $54,659. 

In the train and engine service compensation was reported 
as follows: Straight time actually worked, $32,615,194; straight 
time paid for, $40,238,680; overtime paid for, $2,727,949: con- 
structive allowances, $1,058,811; total, $44,025,440. Miles actu- 
ally run totaled 381,846,200, and miles paid for but not run 
totaled 43,026,193. 


RAIL PENSION ACT RULING 


_ The Bureau of Internal Revenue has issued the following 
ruling under regulations 100, article 2, of the carriers’ taxing 
act of 1937: 


The M Hospital Association, which is maintained by the O Rail- 
road Co., a “‘carrier’’ as defined in section 1 (i) of the carriers taxing 
act of 1937, and which was incorporated to supply hospitalization and 
treatment to employes of the railroad, is an ‘‘employer’’ within the 
meaning of section 1 (a) of that act. 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, March 4 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1939 32,344 9,637 129,129 
OO ON: on ccc cue ens | 1938 33,039 10,697 106,709 
| 1937 28,230 11,437 159,558 
Preceding week February 25...... 1939 28,885 9,935 131,646 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 21.0 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 23 9.9 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 14.6 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 15.7 19.1 
1939 276,780 104,539 1,173,569 
Cumulative 9 weeks to March 4 | 1938 309,439 114,138 1,045,762 
| 1937 263,302 112,744 1,412,744 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 12.2 
Ter cent decrease under ......... 1938 10.6 8.4 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 $.1 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 7.3 16.9 


Per cent to 15 year average, 78.1. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
7,414 24,446 8,979 153,420 233,322 598,691 
5,884 26,932 6,805 151,498 211,328 552,892 

11,932 36,209 10,717 171,063 301,183 730,329 
7,086 25,484 7,884 133,965 215,724 560,609 

26.0 31.9 BY 10.4 8.3 

9.2 

37.9 32.5 16.2 10.3 22.5 18.0 

67,333 226,718 76,733 1,290,962 1,981,909 5,198,543 

54,899 234,322 63,723 1,299,346 1,843,516 4,965,145 

107,696 298,111 94,678 1,443,788 2,475,172 6,208, 235 

22.6 20.4 7.5 4.7 
3.2 6 

37.5 23.9 19.0 10.6 19.9 16.3 


—_ 


eee 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





ESTIMATED WEIGHT ON GASOLINE 


Pe dismissing No. 27682, Tankar Gas, Inc., vs. Alton & South- 
ern et al., and the cases joined with it, the Commission, 
division 2, said the present method of determining the freight 
charges on gasoline and kerosene, on an estimated weight of 
6.6 pounds a gallon, was the same for the entire group of re- 
fined oil products and applied to all shippers alike (see Traffic 
World, March 4). It avoided unjust discrimination and undue 
prejudice, said the report. 

When the requirements of. the tariffs have not been de- 
parted from, the report said, there could be no overcharge. 
Viewing the situation as a whole the record was persuasive that 
the allegations of unreasonableness, unjust discrimination and 
undue prejudice had not been sustained, said the report. 

The Commission said there was now pending before it No. 
28121, Ben Freeman Gas & Oil Co. et al. vs. Abilene & South- 
ern et al., in which the issues were the same as those in the 
Tankar case. The Commission said that counsel for com- 
plainant and defendants in No. 28121, since the hearing in No. 
27682 had filed a written agreement to be found by the final 
determination in that case on the question of estimated weights 
to be applied in the near future in arriving at freight charges 
on refined petroleum products. 


According to the report 6.6 pounds a gallon had been used 
as the estimated weight since 1910. The Commission said the 
estimated weight exceeded the actual weight of the present 
commercial gasoline but was less than the actual weight of 
kerosene. To determine the so-called actual weight of the 
shipments some complainants and some supporting interveners, 
the report said, preferred the use of gravity and temperature 
tests made by the shipper at the time of shipments, and others 
were willing to accept track-scale weights. 

If those two methods were not acceptable, the report said, 
an estimated weight which more closely approximated the 
actual weight would be satisfactory, the principal complainants 
urging that this weight be fixed at 6 pounds a gallon. When 
the estimated weight of 6.6 pounds a gallon was established, 
it represented, the Commission said, an agreement between 
the oil industry and the railroads, and probably approximated 
the actual average weight of the refined products then moving. 
The Commission said it should be remembered that this weight 
was not designed for gasoline as an individual commodity but 
was deemed proper for a group of related refined oil products. 

Defendants and their supporting interveners, the latter 
representing 95 per cent or more of the petroleum products 
industry in the midcontinent territory, from the standpoint of 
the tonnage shipped, asked, said the Commission, that the pres- 
ent basis be continued. They asked that, the report said, 
because of the method’s simplicity, definiteness and rigidity. 
The Commission said that a situation similar to the present 
one was considered in Bennion Gas & Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
200 I. C. C. 779. Therein, the report said, complainants sought 
to have applied on their shipments of fuel oil and gas oil pro- 
duced in California both as to the past and for the future a 
lower estimated weight than that provided by the tariffs. 
They asked that, according to the report, on a showing that 
fuel oil and gas oil were somewhat lighter by the unit than 
crude oil, road oil, and other residual oils from California 
embraced in the same group of products for rate-making pur- 
poses. In disposing of that case the report said the Commis- 
sion, division 3, said the record did not warrant selection of 
complainants’ fuel oil for special treatment on the ground 
that their average weight probably was somewhat less than 
the average weight of all the oils on which the estimated 
weight applied. 

Commissioner Splawn, dissenting, observed that the Com- 
mission frequently had said that a reasonable estimated weight 
was “one that approximates the true weight of the commodity.” 
He remarked that the majority referred to that principle with 
approval. He said that the actual weights of the most im- 
portant articles in the refined group from the standpoint of 
the volume of the tonnage now moving by rail from the origins 
embraced by the complaint, were as much as 10 per cent less 
than the estimated weight. 


Sound criteria of reasonable estimated weights, Commis- 
sioner Splawn said, should be applied and some adjustments 
made. No convincing reason said he, was given by the ma- 
jority. Nor, said he, did he find in the decisions mentioned or 


cited by the majority substantial support for the majority’s 
conclusion which failed to give effect to a principle recognized 
by it as unquestionably sound. 

This report also embraces No. 27682, Sub-No 1, Penn-O- 
Tex Oil Co. et al. vs. Alton & Southern Railroad et al.; No. 
27822, Indiana Independent Petroleum Association, Inc., et al. 
vs. Alton & Southern Railroad et al.; No. 27822, Sub-No. i, 
Low Price Filling Station vs. Alton & Southern Railroad et 
al.; No. 27858, Anderson-Prichard Oil Corp. et al. vs. Abilene 
& Southern Railway Co. et al.; No. 27868, Illinois Petroleum 
Marketers’ Association et al. vs. Alton & Southern Railroad 
et al.; No. 27875, Home Oil & Refining Co. vs. Butte, Anaconda 
& Pacific Railway Co. et al.; No. 27907, Wisconsin Petroleum 
Association et al. vs. Alton & Southern Railroad et al.; No. 
27973, The Products Oil, Inc., et al. vs. Arkansas Railroad Co. 
et al.; and No. 28121, Ben Freeman Gas & Oil Company, Inc., 
et al. vs. Abilene & Southern Railway Co. et al. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS REPLACEMENT 


The Commission, by division 3, in No. 28000, Sub. No. 2, 
application for approval of proposed modification of systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act, as amended, has denied a petition of the Alton 
and the Baltimore & Ohio for permission to replace a mechan- 
ical interlocking plant at the crossing of their lines at Ashland, 
Ill., with an interlocking color-light signal combined with a 
swinging crossing gate. The Commission said the denial was 
without prejudice to the right of petitioners to submit a new 
proposal providing for adequate protection. The Commission 
said it found that the proposed arrangement was contrary to 
standard railroad signal practice and “decreases rather than 
promotes safety of operation.” 


FRESH MEATS, ETC. 

Because respondents failed to appear at the hearing or to 
submit evidence in justification of proposed reduced volume 
commodity rates on fresh meats and packing house products 
from Grand Forks, N. D., to Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., 
the Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-532, meats and 
packing house products, Grand Forks to Twin Cities, has found 
the rates unlawful. It has ordered the schedules canceled and 
the proceeding discontinued. Schedules were filed to become 
effective November 5, 1938, in Agent Muehring’s MF I. C. C. 
No. D-7, but were suspended until May 4, 1939, on protest of 
Northwest Tariff Bureau. Respondents are required to cancel 
the suspended schedules on or before April 1 on one day’s 
notice. 


LOGS TO ST. LOUIS 

The Commission, by division 3, has dismissed No. 27942, St. 
Louis Basket & Box Co. vs. Illinois Central, finding rates on 
logs from origins in Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee to 
St. Louis, Mo., had not been shown to have been or to be 
unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. The complaint in addition 
to alleging that the rates were unreasonable asserted they were 
unduly preferential of manufacturers of plywood at Memphis, 
Tenn., and Louisville, Ky., and of baskets at Evansville, Ind. 
The complaining corporation manufactures fruit and vegetable 
baskets and plywood at St. Louis. 

The rates assailed, the report said, yielded approximately 
9 mills a ton-mile and 33 cents a car-mile, based on an average 
haul of 453 miles and an average loading of 73,600 pounds. 

Commissioner Porter, dissenting, said that the distances 
from representative origins to St. Louis and Evansville were 
practically same, yet the rates to St. Louis were substantially 
higher. The conclusions that the rates were not unreasonable 
appeared to be based, said he, mainly on the ground that 
shipments to St. Louis were transported across the Ohio and 
Mississippi Rivers and for a considerable distance through 
official classification territory which territory was higher 
rated than southern territory on lumber and other forest 
products. 


RELIEF ON WALLBOARD 


With Commissioner Aitchison dissenting, the Commission, 
division 2, in fourth section application No. 17424, wallboard 
from and to Carolina territory, in fourth section order No. 
13352, has authorized parties to Curlett’s I. C. C. A-564, to es- 
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tablish rates on boards, building, wall or insulating, between 
points in Carolina territory and points in trunk line (including 
the Buffalo-Pittsburgh zone) and New England territories, 
without observing the long and short haul provision of section 
4. Temporary relief was authorized by fourth section order 
No. 13198. 

The rates authorized are to apply over routes over which 
the petitioning lines now have class rate relief. They are to 
be the lowest that may be constructed over any route from and 
to the same points on the basis of 22% per cent of con- 
structive first class rates computed in accordance with finding 
17(b), (d) and (f) of the third supplemental report in Southern 
Class Rate Investigation, 128 I. C. C. 567. The relief is sub- 
ject to the condition that the rates from, to and between higher- 
rated intermediate points shall not exceed rates constructed on 
he same basis as the rates from and to the more distant points. 

Commissioner Aitchison objected to the 22% per cent basis 
which he pointed out was not actually in effect from and to 
the points under consideration, over existing lines or routes 
over which the applicants had relief in actual class rates. These 
constructive rates, said he, bore no definite or consistent rela- 
tion to the corresponding going or actual class rates. For the 
reasons set forth in his separate expression in Plaster, Plaster- 
board and Related Articles, 231 I. C. C. 193 and Brick and Clay 
Products in Official Territory, 231 I. C. C. 394, he said he could 
not concur in the grant of relief. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Newsprint Paper 


Fourth section application No. 17329, newsprint paper 
from Port Alfred, Quebec. By division 2. Parties to Canadian 
National Railways (lines West Fort William and Armstrong, 
Ontario, Canada, and east thereof) tariff I.C.C. E-417, au- 
thorized by fourth section order No. 13348 to establish and 
maintain over their existing all-rail routes, in the season of 
navigation on the Saguenay and St. Lawrence Rivers, from 
May 1 to November 30, inclusive, of each year, on newsprint 
paper, carloads, Port Alfred, Quebec, Canada, to Philadelphia, 
Pa., a rate not lower than 34 cents, without observing the 
long-and short-haul part of section 4. The relief is subject 
to a 50 per cent circuity limitation. Relief was temporarily 
authorized by fourth section order No. 13105. 


Gasoline and Oil 


Fourth section application No. 17401, gasoline and oil to 
Ashtabula, O. By division 2. By fourth section order No. 
13351, Agent B. T. Jones, New York Central, and New York, 
Chicago & St. Louis, authorized to establish and maintain 
over their circuitous lines or routes from Titusville, Pa., to 
Ashtabula, O., and to intermediate destinations to which the 
rate to Ashtabula will be observed as maximum, for the 
transportation of blended gasoline (motor fuel containing 50 
per cent or more of gasoline), gasoline (not including casing- 
heald gasoline), refined oil (kerosene), petroleum fuel oil, 
distillate (not suitable for illuminating purposes), in tank-car 
loads, a rate the same as that contemporaneously in effect 
on like traffic over the direct line or routes from and to the 
same points, but not lower than 13 cents, without observing 
the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. It is provided that 
the relief authorized shall not include intermediate points as 
to which the haul of petitioning line or route is not longer 
than that of the direct line or route between the competitive 
points. Temporary relief was authorized by fourth section 
order No. 13186. 


Asphalt 


Fourth section application No. 17452, Asphalt to Columbia, 
Irmo, and Wesco Siding, S. C. By division 2. Atlantic Coast 
Line; Columbia, Newberry & Laurens Railway Co.; and the 
Savannah & Atlanta authorized by fourth section order No. 
13353 to establish and maintain on asphalt (asphaltum) nat- 
ural, by-product of petroleum, in packages, or solid in bulk, 
carloads, and in tank cars, from Port Wentworth, Ga., and 
from intermediate origins from which the rates from Port 
Wentworth are applied as maxima, to Columbia, Irmo, and 
Wesco Siding, S. C., by way of the Savannah & Atlanta to 
Savannah, thence A. C. L. to Columbia, and by way of the 
same route to Columbia, thence C. N. & L., to Irmo and 
Wesco Siding, rates the same as those contemporaneously in 
effect on like traffic over the direct line or route from or to 
the same points, but not lower than 17 cents, without observing 
the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. It is provided that 
the relief authorized shall not include intermediate points as 
to which the haul of the petitioning line or route is not longer 
than that of the direct line or route between the competitive 
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points. Relief was temporarily authorized by fourth section 
order No. 13229. 


Asphalt and Road Oil 


_ Fourth section application No. 17217, asphalt and road 
oil to Kansas and Missouri. By division 2. Parties to Kipp’s 
1.C.C. A-2826 authorized in fourth section order No. 13347 
to establish and maintain over existing routes on asphalt 
(asphaltum), petroleum road oil, and petroleum wax tailings, 
carloads, from the Chicago, Ill., district, as defined in Agent 
Sperry’s L.C.C. No. 365, Bridgeport, Lawrenceville, Peoria, 
Pekin, and Robinson, Ill., and from points shown in column 3 
of item 7030 of Kipp’s I.C.C. A-2826, and also from intermediate 
points from which the rates from the points mentioned will 
be observed as maxima, to destinations in Kansas, and in 
Missouri south of the lines of the C. R. I. & P. from Kansas 
City to Labadie, Mo., the Missouri Pacific to Pacific, Mo., and 
the St. L.-S. F. to St. Louis, Mo., the lowest rates that may 
be constructed over any line or route from and to the same 
points on the basis described in the application, without ob- 
serving the long-and-short-haul part of section 4. It is pro- 
vided that the rates to higher-rated intermediate points in 
the territory considered in Skelly Oil Co. vs. Abilene & 
Southern, 200 I.C.C. 565 and 214 I.C.C. 309, and in Nebraska, 
shall not exceed rates constructed on the basis prescribed 
therein; and that the rates to other higher-rated intermediate 
points shall not exceed rates constructed on the same basis 
as those to more distant points. It is provided further that 
the relief authorized shall be subject to the 50 per cent 
circuity limitation. Relief was temporarily authorized by 
fourth section order No. 13060. 


Petroleum Products 


Fourth section application No. 17342, petroleum products 
from Portland, Me. By division 2. Parties to Grand Trunk 
ee C. 228 authorized by fourth section order No. 13349 to 
establish and maintain rates on petroleum products, carloads, 
Portland, Me., to Lancaster, Littleton, Bethlehem and Woods- 
ville, N. H., by way of Groveton, N. H., the same as those 
contemporaneously in effect over direct lines or routes but not 
less than the present rates, without observing the long-and- 
short-haul part of section 4. The relief is subject to the con- 
dition that it shall not include intermediate points as to which 
the haul of the petitioning line or route is not longer than 
that of the direct line or route between competitive points. 
oe was temporarily authorized by fourth section order No. 

Live Stock Service Charges 


No. 28001, Sterling Meat Corporation et al. vs. Union 
Pacific. By division 3. Service charges for feeding and water- 
ing live stock, carloads, moving from points in Pacific coast 
and intermountain territories to California, when stopped at 
railroad-operated stockyards on and after April 4, 1936, inap- 
plicable to the extent that they exceeded 50 cents a single-deck 
car and $1 a double-deck car. Reparation awarded. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 9026, President Tank Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized con- 
tinuance of operations as a common carrier of general com- 
modities, between Los Angeles and Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., 
over irregular routes, under the grandfather clause. 

In MC 69569, Consolidated Shippers’ Inc., common carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has denied the ap- 
plication on finding operations of applicant, a forwarding com- 
pany, in arranging for the transportation of general commodi- 
ties over the lines of motor, rail, and steamship lines between 
Los Angeles, Los Angeles Harbor, and San Francisco Bay 
points, on the one hand, and points in Arizona, New Mexico, 
Texas, and the Republic of Mexico, on the other, not those 
of a common or contract carrier by motor vehicle or a broker 
under the act. According to the report, applicant desired 
merely a ruling as to its status and whatever operating au- 
thority or license was appropriate. 

In MC 77571, Hugh F. Gannon, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication, the Commission, by division 5, has denied the appli- 
cation on finding that the applicant had failed to establish that 
his operations had been, were, or would be those of a motor 
carrier under the provisions of the motor carrier act. Applicant 
sought a certificate or permit to continue operation as a common 
or contract carrier of paper and paper articles in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan- 
sas, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Texas, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, West Virginia and the District of Columbia. 

In MC 65199, Sub. No. 1, C. G. Reymers, extension of op- 
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erations—San Francisco, the Commission, by division 5, has 
denied an application to operate as a common carrier of grain, 
flour, feed, and flour-mill products, between Klamath Falls, 
Ore., and San Francisco, Calif., over specified routes. 

In MC 94255, Warren Fisher, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation as a 
common carrier of specified commodities from Philadelphia, 
Pa., to points in New Jersey, New York, Delaware, Maryland 
and Virginia. 

In MC 93370, Gloster R. Parker, common carrier appli- 
cation, the Commission, by division 5, on reconsideration, has 
authorized operation as a common carrier of passengers and 
their baggage, in charter operation, over irregular routes, be- 
tween specified points in Delaware, Maryland and Virginia, 
and from Parsonburg, Md., to Wilmington, Del., and Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., and return. 

In MC 90670, Alexander Dixon, Jr., common carrier ap- 
plication, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized op- 
eration as a common carrier of fresh vegetables from points 
in Bucks county, Pa., to Camden, N. J., and building and road 
construction materials between points in Bucks county, on the 
one hand, and points in New Jersey within 35 miles of Bristol, 
Pa., on the other, over irregular routes. 

In MC 86970, V. D. Hawley, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized continuance of 
operation as a common carrier of liquid petroleum products, 
in tank trucks, from Portland, Linnton and Willbridge, Ore., 
to Lewiston, Ida., and extension of such operation from Port- 
land, Linnton, Willbridge and the Dalles, Ore., to points in 
Asotin, Garfield and Withman counties, Wash., and Nez Perce, 
Latah and Clearwater counties, Ida., over irregular routes. 

In MC 43479, Sub. No. 1, R. E. Stiff, Jr., extension of op- 
erations, embracing also Sub. No. 2, Same, extension of opera- 
tions—Columbia River points, the Commission, by division 5, 
has authorized extension of operation as a common carrier of 
liquid petroleum products in bulk from The Dalles, Ore., and 
Attalia, Wash., to certain points in Idaho, over specified routes. 

In MC 30451, Luper Transportation Co., contract carrier 
application, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
continuance of operations as a contract carrier of specified 
commodities, between certain points in Arkansas, Kansas, Okla- 
homa and Texas, over regular and irregular routes, under the 
grandfather clause. 


In MC 2127, Albert J. Demelle. common carrier applica- 
tion, the Commission, by division 5, on reconsideration, has 
modified its findings in the prior report, 9 M. C. C. 402, so as 
to authorize continuance of operation as a common carrier 
of general commodities, with exceptions, between Sanford, Me., 
and Providence, R. I., and between Smithtown, N. H., and 
South Barre, Mass., over specified routes, including service to 
certain intermediate points, and general commodities, with 
exceptions, within a radius of 20 miles of Boston, Mass., Provi- 
dence and Sanford, with exceptions over irregular routes. 


In MC M-641, Kirk Transportation Co., purchase, Guardian 
Transit Corporation, embracing also MC F-642, George F. 
Alger, control, Kirk Transportation Co., the Commission, by 
division 5, has authorized purchase by Kirk Transportation Co., 
Detroit, Mich., of operating rights and property of Guardian 
Transit Corporation, and acquisition by George F. Alger, of 
control of Kirk Transportation Co., purchase of capital stock. 
It is provided that in the event the authority is exercised, 
payment of $10,000 of the purchase price proposed in MC F-641 
shall be in stock of Kirk Transportation Co. 


In MC F699, Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., purchase, 
J. G. Minert, the Commission by division 5, has authorized 
purchase by Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., of La Crosse, 
Wis., of operating rights of J. G. Minert, dba Black Hawk 
Freight Line. It is provided that in the event the authority 
granted is exercised, applicant, by virtue of unification of any 
of the rights involved, shall not transport as a contract carrier 
over the same route or between the same points, any com- 
modity which it lawfully may transport as a common carrier. 

In MC 17593, Pierce Auto Freight Lines, Inc., common car- 
rier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension 
of operations, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
continuance of operation as a common carrier of general com- 
modities, except household goods, over specified routes between 
Portland and Medford, Ore., under the grandfather clause. The 
Commission has also authorized operation by applicant as a 
common carrier of general commodities, except household goods. 
over specified routes between Medford, Ore., and San Francisco, 
Calif. 

In MC F-666, Queen City Coach Co., merger, Greensboro- 
Fayetteville Bus Line, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has 
authorized merger in Queen City Coach Co., of Charlotte, N.C. 
of operating rights and property of Greensboro-Fayetteville 
Bus Line, Inc., of Asheboro, N. C. It is provided that prior 
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to effectuating the merger, Queen City shall submit for ap- 
proval by the Commission, verified copies of a lease agreement 
between it and Atlantic Greyhound Corporation, embracing the 
terms and conditions covering the lease by the former of the 
latter’s claimed grandfather rights between Winston-Salem and 
High Point, N. C., over U. S. highway 311, and between Rock- 
ingham, N. C., and Charleston, S. C., over U. S. highways 1 
and 52, via Florence, which terms shall provide for a lease 
period not exceeding five years, commencing with the date on 
which the merger is to be effective; or, in the alternative, Queen 
City shall advise, prior to effectuating the merger, of its in- 
tention not to operate after the merger between the points 
indicated, under the grandfather rights of Atlantic Greyhound 
Corporation. It is further provided that prior to effectuating 
the merger, Queen City shall file a supplemental application 
requesting authority to purchase grandfather rights of Fort 
Bragg Coach Co., or, in the alternative, Queen City shall ad- 
vise, prior to effectuating the merger, that operations under the 
grandfather rights of Fort Bragg Coach Co., on consummation 
of the merger, are not to be conducted by Queen City. 

In MC F-558, Ernest Capitani et al., control, Nyack Deluxe 
Transit Corporation, embracing also MC F-559, Same, control, 
Spring Valley Motor Coach Co., Inc., the Commission, by divi- 
sion 5, has authorized acquisition by Ernest Capitani, Barney 
Dorf, and Isidor Katz, of joint control of Nyack Deluxe Transit 
Corporation, and Spring Valley Motor Coach Co., Inc., by pur- 
chase of capital stock. It is provided that in connection with 
the authority granted in MC F-558, all of the stock of Nyack 
shall be held directly by applicants jointly. 


In MC F-562, Petroleum Carrier Corporation, purchase, 
F. A. Nightingale et al., the Commission, by division 5, on find- 
ing the transactions not within the scope of section 213 of the 
motor carrier act, has dismissed the application of Petroleum 
Carrier Corporation, Jacksonville, Fla., to purchase operating 
rights of .F. A. Nightingale, dba Tropical Transfer Co., and 
John P. Nutt, dba John P. Nutt Co., and the operating rights 
= property of John P. Nutt Co., and property of John P. Nutt, 
ne. 


In MC F-548, John Vogel, Inc., purchase, George W. Hen- 
drickson, Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has authorized 
purchase by John Vogel, Inc., of Albany, N. Y., of operating 
rights of George W. Hendrickson, Inc., subject to the condition 
that applicant shall not, by virtue of unification of any of the 
rights involved, transport as a contract carrier over the same 
route or between the same points, any commodity which it 
lawfully may transport as a common carrier. 


In MC 86035, Roger L Howrigan, contract carrier applica- 
tion, the Commission, by division 5, has denied the application 
for a permit on finding applicant’s operations in the transpor- 
tation of petroleum products and industrial alcohol from To- 
wanda, Pa., to certain points in New York, to be those of a 
private carrier and, therefore, not subject to the motor carrier 
act, except as to the provisions of section 204 (a) (3). Appli- 
cant, the report said, believed himself to be a private carrier, 
and although his application sought a permit as a contract car- 
rier, his real purpose in filing it was to obtain a determination 
of the status of his operations under the act. 

In MC 12086, Charles Claude Rosenbarger, broker appli- 
cation, the Commission, by division 5, has denied a license to 
operate as a broker of transportation of general commodities 
between St. Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, and Missouri, as not consistent with the public interest 
and the policy declared in section 202 (a) of the motor car- 
rier act. 


In MC 30006, Sub. No. 1, J. A. Gritsch, extension—Nevada, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation as a 
common carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Reno and Elko, Nev., over a regular route. 


In MC 88683, Wilson Vaughn and Ernest Vaughn, common 
carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has author- 
ized operation as a common carrier of lumber and building 
material, in truckloads, from Pondosa, Ore., over specified 
routes to Twin Falls, Parma, Gooding, and Jerome, Ida., and 
live stock, in truckloads, between points in Malheur County, 
Ore., and Payette and Washington counties, Ida., within fifty 
miles of Payette, Ida., over irregular routes. 

In MC 79577, Oilfields Trucking Co., common carrier ap- 
plication, embracing also a sub-number, Same, extension of 
operations—Nevada, the Commission, by division 5, has au- 
thorized continuance of operation as a common carrier of ma- 
chinery, equipment, and supplies, used or to be used in the 
production or refining of petroleum and petroleum products, 
over irregular routes between certain points in California. The 
Commission has also authorized operation as a common carrier 
of petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, 
from Bakersfield, Calif., and points in the vicinity thereof, on 
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the one hand, to certain points in Arizona and Nevada, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

In MC 22139, Sub. No. 2, A. J. Gorey, extension of opera- 
tions, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized extension 
of operation as a common carrier of liquid petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank trucks, from Braintree, Mass., to Manchester, 
Laconia, Lakeport, Franklin, and Belmont, N. H., over regular 
routes. 





PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

MC-F 546, United States Trucking Corporation, issuance of notes. 
Applicant asks that order of division 5 dated August 3, 1938, be modi- 
fied by authorizing applicant to extend to July 1 the maturity date of 
its outstanding promissory notes having the aggregate amount of 
$620,000 and payable to the order of the Pittston Co. 

Finance No. 11559, Old Colony et al. trustees abandonment. Dux- 
bury Railroad Committee, representing the town of Duxbury, asks 
extension of time to enable it to take advantage of terms specified 
in order of January 24. 

MC-F 607, Frederick J. Kroesen, purchase, Joseph Walter Galloway. 
Frederick J. Kroesen asks dismissal of proceeding. 

1. & S. No. 4035, lumber between points in official territory. Re- 
spondents in I. & S. No. 4035, Lumber Between Points in Official Ter- 
ritory, 214 I. C. C. 493 and 219 I. C. C. 427, and defendants in No. 
18017, Dutton Lumber Corporation vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al. and 
No. 17991, City of Providence vs. N. Y. N. H. & H., 151 I. C. C. 391; 
No. 21524, Blanchard Lumber Co. et al. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. et al., 
157 I. C. C. 643; No. 17078, Canton Box Co. vs. P. R. R., 123 I. C. C. 
663; and No. 23761, Eastern Box Co. vs. B. & O. et al., 182 I. C. C. 
675 and 190 I. C. C. 718, ask Commission to modify the maintenance 
orders in the complaint cases to the extent necessary to permit the 
establishment of rates on lumber and box shooks as the case may be, 
from and to the points covered thereby on the basis approved in the 
report in I. & S. No. 4035. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. New Eng- 
land Motor Rate Conference asks that proceeding be reopened for 
rehearing on July 1, rather than on the date indicated in the order in 
this proceeding dated August 3, 1938. 

MF-C 819, A. B. & C. Motor Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, 
Motor Service Transportation Co., Ine. A. B. & C. Motor Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., and Stephen J. Markham, assignee of Motor Service 
Transportation Co., Inc., ask temporary approval of operation of operat- 
ing rights and property, under lease, of Motor Service Transportation 
Co., Inc., by A. B. & C. Motor Transportation Co., Inc. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 27648, Ashland Coal & Ice Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; 
No. 27711, State Corporation Commission of Virginia et al. vs. C. & 
O. et al.; No. 27810, Smith-Rowland Co., Inc., vs. Same; No. 27886, L. 
R. Gates Coal Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 27884, City of Norfolk vs. Same, 
and a subnumber, School Board of the City of Norfolk, Va., vs. Same. 
Baltimore & Ohio; New York Central; Pennsylvania Railroad; Read- 
ing Co.; Western Maryland; and Pennsylvania Public Utilities Com- 
mission permitted to intervene. 

No. 28131, Ohio Calcium Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al. 
and Stone Co. permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 12275, application of Gilmore & Pittsburgh for au- 
thority to abandon its entire line extending from Armstead to Salmon, 
with a branch extending from Leadore to Gilmore, approximately 120 
miles, all in Beaverhead county, Mont., and Lemhi county, Ida. Public 
Utilities Commission of Idaho permitted to intervene. 

MC 89081, Harry Morrison Hanner. Matter withdrawn from joint 
board No. 75 and referred to Examiner A. T. Palmer for recommenda- 
tion of an appropriate order thereon, accompanied by reasons therefor. 

MC 89234, Frank Paloutzian. Matter withdrawn from joint board 
No. 75 and referred to Examiner A. T. Palmer for recommendation of 
an appropriate order thereon, accompanied by reasons therefor. 

MC C-97, cotton goods to Cookeville and Nashville, Tenn.; and 
MC C-99, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference vs. M. K. Kirk- 
patrick, dba M. & K. Motor Express, lessee and operator of H. B. 
Manners, dba Manners Motor Express. Petition filed by M. & K. Motor 
Express for dismissal of the complaint in MC C-99 and for discontinu- 
ance of the investigation in MC C-97, denied. 

MC C-71, Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. W. D. Gill, 
dba Gill Transport Co.; and MC C-72, Same vs. T. E. Warr and M. G. 
McCulley, dba Warr and McCulley. Order entered on January 10, which 
by its terms required that defendants establish the prescribed rates 
on or before March 7, and which was subsequently postponed so as 
to become effective April 6, further postponed so as to require that 
the said rates be established on or before May 6 on thirty days notice. 

MC 2756, John Vogel, Inc., common carrier application. Allied 
Van Lines, Inc., and R. T. Arnink Transportation Co., Feuer Trans- 
portation, Inc., Fred G. Fuhr, J. T. Goodliffe, Kennedy Transporta- 
tion Co., North River Transportation Co., Inc., Scott’s Westchester 
Express and Valentine’s Express Co. granted leave to intervene. 

MC 29910, Arkansas Motor Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 33834, L. R. Martin, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing, at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
by Commission, with respect only to use by applicant of U. S. High- 
way 60 between Los Angeles, Calif., and Phoenix, Ariz., and U. S. 
Highway 80 and Arizona Highways 84, 87 and 187 between Phoenix 
and Casa Grande and Douglas, Ariz. 

MC 38876, Albert L. Daigle and Israel Daigle, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 40085, Benjamin Cain, common carrier application and exten- 
sion of operations, Houston. Effective date of order of January 11 
p»stponed to April 18. 
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MC 43268, Sub. No. 1, Western Truck Lines, Ltd., Tucson-Nogales 
extension. Pacific Freight Lines granted leave to intervene. 

MC 47080, Beyer Smith, common carrier application. 
petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 59910, Sub. No. 1, Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co., exten- 
sion of operations. Order of January 12 by which matter was reopened 
for further hearing and Teche Lines, Inc., was granted leave to inter- 
vene, vacated and set aside. Recommended order which became effec- 
tive as order of Commission, November 18, 1938, and which was set 
aside by order of January 12, adopted as order of Commission, effec- 
tive February 17. 

MC 59910, Sub. No. 2, Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co., western 
Louisiana extension. Petition for leave to intervene and for rehearing 
filed by Teche Lines, Inc., denied. 

MC 78786, Pacific Motor Truck Co., common carrier application; 
and MC 78787, Same, contract carrier application. Matters reopened 
for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed by Com- 
mission. 

MC 83539, Sub. No. 1A, Herman (C. H.) Clary, extension of op- 
erations, Kansas; and MC 83539, Sub. No. 1B, Same, extension of op- 
erations, New Mexico. Petition of protestants for oral argument, de- 
nied. 

MC 86964, M. H. Behner, contract carrier application. 
petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 86966, Howard Fisher, contract carrier application. 
petition for oral argument, denied. 

No. 28168, Masonite Corporation vs. N. O. & N. E. et al. 
Corporation and Insulite Co., Inc., permitted to intervene. 

MC-F 228, Blue Way Lines, Inc., lease, Silver Dart Lines, Inc. Port- 
tion of order of March 8, 1937, referring proceeding to joint board 
No. 191 for recommendation of an appropriate order thereon, to be 
accompanied by reason therefor, vacated. Application dismissed on 
request of applicant. 

No. 28090, Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. et al. vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al. Federal Mill, Inc.; and Corn Exchange of Buffalo, Inc., per- 
mitted to intervene. 

No. 28173, Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of North 
Dakota vs. Alton et al. Indianapolis Board of Trade; and Board of 
Trade of City of Chicago permitted to intervene. 

No. 19919, Waste Material Dealers Association of Arkansas vs. 
Cc. R. I. & P. et al. Petition filed in behalf of East Side Manufactur- 
ers’ Association for vacation of order entered November 21, 1938, 
further modifying the order entered June 30, 1930, and for reinstate- 
ment in full force and effect of said order of June 30, 1930, as since 
modified, denied. 

No. 28051, increase in Mississippi freight rates and charges. 
tion filed by Mobile & Ohio, respondent, for 
denied. 

MC 50102, Howard K. Brundage, common carrier application. Ef- 
fective date of order of January 18, postponed to April 15. 

MC 63917, Gable Transport Co., Inc., common carrier application. 
Effective date of order of January 25, postponed to April 1. 

MC 69780, Sub. No. 1, Denver Southern Flyer, Inc. Application 
dismissed on request of applicant. 

Ex Parte MC 26, Boston, Mass., commercial zone. Motion of New 
England Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., to strike from files exceptions of 
“‘Coastwise Steamship Lines,’’ overruled. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 

The Lehigh Valley and the Long Island have filed applica- 
tions with the Commission for approval of proposed modifica- 
tion of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 
26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desir- 
ing hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 
15 days from March 8. 

The Atlantic Coast Line has filed an application with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
March 7. 

The St. Louis-San Francisco has filed applications with 
the Commission for approval of proposed modification of sig- 
nal systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the 
interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
March 3. 

The Washington Terminal Co.; Indiana Harbor Belt; and 
Chicago & North Western have filed applications with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal systems 
or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate 
commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should 
advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from March 4. 

The Pennsylvania; and Baltimore & Ohio have filed ap- 
plications with the Commission for approval of proposed modi- 
fication of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) sec- 
tion 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing 
within 15 days from March 9. 


Applicant's 


Applicant’s 
Applicant's 


Celotex 


Peti- 
modification of order, 





JONES APPLICATION DENIED 
The Commission, by Commissioner Aitchison, has denied 
the application of the railroads, made by Agent Jones, for 
authority to discontinue those parts of their tariffs known as 
section 2 in which they show the tariffs in which they partici- 
pate as delivering or intermediate lines. 


March 11, 1939 


PROPOSED REPORTS 
Fresh Meats 


No. 28088, Armour & Co. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al. By Exam- 
iner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed. Complaint alleged 
that rate on fresh meats, in mixed carloads, shipped April 19, 
1935, and February 2, 1937, from Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., to 
Wilson, Raleigh and Durham, N. C., was unreasonable, and 
reparation was sought. The rate charged was a combination 
based on St. Louis of $1.07. The claimed rate, subsequently 
established over the used route, was $1.06. The examiner said 
that inasmuch as the rate charged was less than the basis pre- 
scribed by the Commission, no award of reparation could be 
made. Since the Commission could not award reparation, the 
examiner said, no purpose would be served by a finding with 
respect to the allegation of unreasonableness. 


Newsprint Paper 


No. 28100, San Francisco Examiner, Department Hearst 
Publications, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. By Examiner Harold 
M. Brown. Carload rates, newsprint paper, Stevens Point, Wis., 
Chicago, Ill., and Quebec, Quebec Canada, to San Francisco, 
Calif., and from Stevens Point and Quebec to Los Angeles, 
Calif., proposed to be found unreasonable to the extent they 
exceeded 90 cents from Chicago and Stevens Point and 90 cents 
for the haul within the United States on shipments from Que- 
bec. Reparation proposed. Complainants, the report said, 
should comply with rule V of the rules of practice. Shipments 
were made in November and December, 1936. Applicable rates 
of $1 from Stevens Point and Chicago and $1.42, minimum 
40,000 pounds, from Quebec were charged, and in addition the 
emergency rate of 3 cents. The claimed rates, minimum 50,000 
pounds, were 85 cents and $1.27 respectively, without any 
emergency charge, said the report. 


Cottonseed Products 


No. 16528, Southland Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & S. et al., 
dealing with Feeders’ Supply Co. only, one of the several com- 
plainants joined with the complainants named in the title case. 
By Examiner Frank C. Weems. Examiner proposes on further 
hearing that the Commission find Feeders’ Supply Co. is en- 
titled to reparation of $1,212.98 on shipments of cottonseed 
meal and cottonseed cake, under findings in prior reports that 
rates on cottonseed, its products, and related articles from 
various producing points, including origins in Texas, to des- 
tinations in various states, were unreasonable. Prior reports 
were in 201 I. C. C. 393; 206 I. C. C. 325; and 208 I. C. C. 483. 
This complaint was withdrawn from Cottonseed, Its Products 
and Related Articles, 188 I. C. C. 605, so far as it included 
claims for damages based on alleged unreasonable rates on 
cottonseed products from origins in Texas to destinations in 
Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, New Mexico and Wyo- 
ming. It was consolidated with a group of similar complaints 
in Armour & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F., in which the prior reports 
hereinbefore referred to were made. 


Woven Wire Fencing 


No. 28079, Continental Steel Corporation vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. By Examiner J. Edgar Smith. Dismissal proposed. 
Rates, rules, regulations, minima and practices in effect in 
official classification territory governing the transportation of 
woven wire fencing proposed to be found not unreasonable. 
The complaint was based on the fact that although the cars 
were loaded to physical capacity the weight was less than the 
minimum of 40,000 pounds. The complaint asked for the estab- 
lishment of reasonable rules for the future, and reparation. 


M. P. TRUCK SERVICE 


Examiner C. F. Price in MC 44609, Sub. No. 2, Guy A 
Thompson, trustee, Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., common car- 
rier application—Arkansas-Louisiana, has recommended the 
grant of a conditioned certificate authorizing the Missouri Pa- 
cific trustee to operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle 
of general commodities, with exceptions, over specified routes 
between McGehee and Warren, Ark., and between points in 
Louisiana. The report was served March 8. The object of the 
application was to furnish a coordinated rail and truck service. 

The examiner said the record contained much discussion 
of the possibility that once the coordinated rail-truck service 
was established and in operation over a particular route, and 
especially if it had been found to be profitable, applicant might 
desire to abandon his carload rail service over that route. A 
restriction in the certificate to the effect that continuance of 
the highway service now approved, involving merchandise over 
a particular route, including service over cross-over routes that 
connected with the highway route, would be conditioned on 
continuance of rail service for carload traffic between the same 
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termini, might be proper, said the examiner, if other and more 
desirable restrictions accomplishing the result could not be 
incorporated. The examiner said, restrictions to the transpor- 
tation of less carload freight, and to service at stations pres- 
ently served by applicant as a railroad, among others, accom- 
plished the result and made the restrictions unnecessary. 

The record, said the examiner, contained no proof that 
there was need for any service by applicant which was not re- 
quired in the proposed coordinated operations and the certifi- 
cate to be granted to applicant should be limited accordingly. 

Examiner Price said that several of the limitations which 
he proposed were similar to some which the Commission has 
provided in Kansas City Southern Transport Co., Inc., Com- 
mon Carrier Application, 10 M. C. C. 221. 

Among the restrictions proposed by the examiner was that 
only less carload freight might be transported. Another is that 
only points which are served as stations on a rail line of the 
Missouri Pacific when the order in this proceeding takes effect, 
may be served; that traffic may be interchanged only at such 
stations; and that service may be performed only at a railroad 
facility. Another restriction is that shipments transported shall 
be limited to those which are handled under a through bill lad- 
ing covering, in addition to movement by highway, a prior or 
subsequent movement by rail. 

The examiner said that although applying for interstate 
authority, applicant contended that the Commission was with- 
out jurisdiction either to grant or deny his application, since 
his motor vehicle operations were, or were proposed to be, 
“solely” within each of the several states, and that the second 
proviso of section 206 (a) exempted him from the necessity 
of procuring authority from the Commission. A similar conten- 
tion, said the examiner, was treated in Texas and Pacific Motor 
Transport Co. Common Carrier Application—Louisiana, 10 M. 
C. C. 525, and decided to be untenable. 

The operations, the examiner said, were proposed to paral- 
lel the Missouri Pacific rail routes as closely as highways and 
highway conditions would permit. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in “‘black face’’ type.) 


Minnesota—MC 95497, B. J. Scott, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served March 3. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Hardwick, Minn., and points within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., and 
Sioux Falls, S. D., on the other; and tankage and mill feed 
from Sioux City and Sioux Falls to Hardwick and points within 
15 miles thereof, over irregular routes, not including any in- 
termediate points. 

Connecticut—MC 95425, Mrs. J. A. Maloney, common car- 
rier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 3. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods and summer cottage 
equipment, between Norfolk, Conn., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, New York and Rhode Island, on the other, over irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


lowa—MC 95399, Allen Bonthuis, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served March 3. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock between Rock Valley, Ia., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, and Sheldon, Ia., on the one hand, 
and specified points in South Dakota and Minnesota, on the 
other; farm machinery and parts thereof from Sioux Falls 
to Rock Valley; and grain between Rock Valley and points 
within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Hudson and Fair- 
view, S. D., on the other, over irregular routes. 


Nebraska—MC 95210, Wm. F. Bantz, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 3. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Coal, Clarinda, Ia., and points within 10 
miles thereof, to Howe, Neb., and points within 15 miles 
thereof, and live stock between Howe, Neb., and points within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and St. Joseph, Mo., and 
Topeka, Kan., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 94920, Anthony Musto, dba Tony Musto, 
common carrier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served 
March 3. Certificate proposed. Granite and marble, rough, 
dressed, or carved from points in Vermont to Philadelphia, 
Pa., over regular and irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94710, Jack Hawthorne, comnion carrier appii- 
cation. Joint board 54. Served March 3. Certificate proposed. 
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Live stock from DeWitt, Ia., and points within 14 miles thereof, 
to Chicago, Ill., over a specified route. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Wisconsin—MC 94466, Edward Harbick, dba Harbick’s 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 95. Served 
March 3. Denial of application proposed. Operations by appli- 
cant within the municipal limits of Marinette, Wis., and be- 
tween contiguous municipalities of Marinette, Wis., and Me- 
nominee, Mich., proposed to be found those for which no au- 
thority is necessary under the motor carrier act. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

California—MC 94395, Mike Shuman, dba Mike Shuman’s 
Automotive Service, common carrier application. Examiner 
D. C. Dillon. Served March 3. Certificate recommended. 
Wrecked, abandoned, or embezzled automobiles, trucks, trail- 
ers, or other freight or passenger-carrying motor vehicles, 
from points within the continental limits of the United States 
to Los Angeles, Calif., over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 94052, Jess J. Davis, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner W. R. Tyers. Served March 3. Certificate 
recommended. Live stock, live stock feedstuffs and farm ma- 
chinery between points in Hansford, Ochiltree and Lipscomb 
counties, Tex., on the one hand, and points in Kansas and 
Oklahoma, on the other, over irregular routes. The examiner 
proposed that the transportation of live stock be limited to 
movements between farms and ranches, except that move- 
ments from farms and ranches to markets at Wichita, Kan., 
and Oklahoma City, Okla., will be permitted. He also pro- 
posed that movement of live stock feedstuffs and farm ma- 
chinery from dealer to dealer be prohibited. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 93974, William Berner, contract carrier 
application. Examiner W. R. Pierce. Served March 3. Permit 
proposed. Lumber and shingles, between all points in Connec- 
ticut, and from New London, Conn., to points in Hampton, 
Hampshire, Franklin and Worcester counties, Mass., and those 
in Washington county, R. I., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93136, M. C. Smith, dba Smith Produce 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 185. Served 
March 3. Certificate proposed. Groceries, hardware, grain, 
feed, butter, salt, empty egg crates and creamery containers, 
and farm machinery from Sioux City, Ia., to points in Ne- 
braska within 45 miles of Sioux City, and live stock, grain, hay, 
poultry, eggs and dairy products from points in the Nebraska 
territory mentioned to Sioux City. 

New York—MC 93041, O’Reilly Motor Van Co., Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
March 3. Certificate proposed. Household goods, between New 
York City, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Connecticut, 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


Maryland—MC 92955, Paul Eichman, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 120. Served March 3. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Motion picture films and advertising material re- 
lating to such films, between Washington, D. C., and Union 
Bridge, Md., and points within 30 miles of Union Bridge, over 
irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 91842, Myron J. Murphy, dba M. J. Mur- 
phy, common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served March 
3. Certificate recommended. Paint in truck load lots from 
Portland, Ore., to Seattle, Wash., without service to inter- 
mediate points over U. S. highway 99; and plumbing materials 
and heating materials in truck load lots between Seattle, on 
the one hand, and points in Washington and Oregon, on the 
other. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 91550, A. A. Litchfield, common car- 
rier application. Examiner W. E. Messer. Served March 3. 
Certificate recommended. Specified commodities between points 


in Massachusetts, Maine, New York, Connecticut and Rhode 
Island. 


West Virginia—MC 91324, Raymond A. Jones, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 63. Served March 3. Permit 
proposed. Gravel and crushed stone, in dump trucks, from 
Millville, W. Va., to points in Loudon and Clarke counties, 
Va., and Frederick and Washington counties, Md., over irregu- 
lar routes. 

Maine—MC 90881, Clyde H. Fuller, dba Fullers Motor 
Express, common carrier application. Joint board 70. Served 
March 3. Certificate recommended. General commodities be- 
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tween Camden and Rockland, Me., over U. S. highway 1, serv- 
ing the intermediate point of Rockport, Me. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

INinois—MC 89600, Sub. No. 1, W. W. Toler, common 
carrier application. Examiner F. W. Denniston. Served March 
3. Denial of application proposed. Oild field machinery, mate- 
rials, supplies and equipment, between points in Illinois, In- 
diana, Kentucky, and Tennessee, over irregular routes. 

Connecticut—MC 89482, Erastus Loveland Harvey, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served 
March 3. Denial of application proposed. Department store 
merchandise between points in Connecticut and New York 
within 25 miles of Stamford, Conn., over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 89330, H. A. Mrage, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 185. Served March 3. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between points in Nebraska, 
South Dakota and Iowa. f 

Nebraska—MC 89160, O. E. Poulson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 220. Served March 3. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. Petroleum and petroleum products between 
points in Wyoming and Nebraska, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 88697, Charles E. Mandot, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner G. P. Werner. Served March 3. Permit 
proposed. Paper, paper products, and machinery, between 
Cleveland, O., and points in Illinois, Indiana, New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, and raw material used in the 
manufacture of paper boxes and cartons from North Tona- 
wanda, N. Y., to Cleveland. 

lowa—MC 88482, Virgil LeRoy Crouch, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served March 3. Denial of ap- 
plication proposed. General commodities over various routes 
between Irwin, Ia., via Harlan and Avoca, Ia., and Omaha, Neb. 

Connecticut—MC 88297, Walter E. Scott, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 22. Served March 3. Permit recom- 
mended. Seed potatoes, fertilizer, and fertilizer materials, in 
seasonal operation, from South Deerfield, Mass., to farms and 
places in Hartford, Tolland, and New Haven counties, Conn., 
over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 87482, Sub. No. 2, Gust A. Katsilas, 
extension—Manor. Joint board 65. Served March 3. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Insulating varnish from Manor, Pa., to 
Pittsburgh, Pa., over a regular route. 

Georgia—MC 86238, Sub. No. 1, J. C. Hagler, Jr., and T. 
W. Hagler, Georgia-South Carolina extension. Examiner Rich- 
ard Yardley. Served March 3. Denial of permit proposed. Pe- 
troleum products, empty drums, asphalt and roll roofing, be- 
tween points in Georgia and South Carolina, over specified 
routes. 

Texas—MC 84881, Eddie D. Parr, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 77. Served March 3. Dismissal of applica- 
tion proposed at request of applicant. Specified commodities 
between points in Texas, over irregular routes. 

Indiana—MC 83414, Carl C. Mitchell, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served March 3. Per- 
mit proposed. Continuance of operation, feed from Chicago, 
Ill., and fertilizer from Cincinnati and Lockland, O., to points in 
Indiana, over irregular routes. 


New York—MC 79862, F. D. Pettis Trucking Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner E. T. Cosby. Served March 3. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation by applicants, 
successors in interest to Floyd D. Pettis, household goods be- 
tween Binghamton, N. Y., on the one hand, and all points in 
New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Connecticut 
and Massachusetts, on the other, over irregular routes. 


Connecticut—MC 62526, Sub. No. 1, James E. Gill, exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 22. Served March 3. Denial 
of application proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Connecticut, on the one hand, and points in Massachusetts 
and New York, on the other, over irregular routes. 


California—MC 55369, Sub. No. 1, Edward P. Roy, Red- 
lands extension. Joint board 47. Served March 3. Certificate 
proposed. Citrus fruit from Yuma, Ariz., and points within 15 
miles thereof, on the one hand, to certain points in California, 
on the other, over described routes. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 51006, Shawmut Transportation Co., 
common carrier application. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served 
March 3. Certificate recommended. Continuance of operations, 
specified commodities, over regular and irregular routes, from 
Boston, Mass., to New York, Bronx, Brooklyn, Long Island City, 
and Jamaica, N. Y., and Jersey City, Passaic and Paterson, 
N. J., and from New York City to Boston, South Boston, Somer- 
ville, Salem, Peabody, Lynn, Chelsea, Cambridge, Dorchester, 
and Brockton, Mass. 

California—MC 43268, Sub. No. 2, Western Truck Lines, 
Ltd., livestock extension. Joint board 166. Served March 3. 
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Certificate recommended. Live stock between all points in Ari- 
zona and described territory in Nevada, on the one hand, and 
Los Angeles and Blythe, Calif., on the other, over irregular 
routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from 
date of service. 

New York—MC 34006, Sub. No. 1, Kewaunee Goldstein, 
dba G. B. Express Service, extension—northern New Jersey 
points. Examiner Frank Hand. Served March 3. Dismissal of 
application for a certificate proposed at request of applicant. 
Meats, and vegetables, between New York, N. Y., and specified 
New York and New Jersey points, over regular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 21672, Sub. No. 1, Louis J. Des Forge, 
dba Des Forge Storage & Transfer Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner C. J. Peterson. Served March 3. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Household goods, office and store fur- 
niture, fixtures, and equipment between points in Minnesota 
within a radius of 50 miles from Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
Minn., on the one hand, and points in Iowa, Wisconsin, Illi- 
nois, South Dakota and North Dakota, on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. 

Washington—MC 2131, Sub. No. 1, Star Commercial Mov- 
ing & Storage Co., extension of operations—Oregon. Joint 
board 45. Served March 3. Denial for want of prosecution pro- 
posed. Applicant sought a certificate to transport household 
goods between points in Oregon and Washington, over irregu- 
lar routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 29600, Sub. No. 1, Quesnal Gross and 
Louis Gross, dba Gross Bros., extension of operations—50 miles 
radius Wisconsin Rapids, embracing also Sub. No. 2, Same, 
extension of operations—Wisconsin Rapids, Lacrosse-Lane 
county. Joint board 96. Served March 3. Permit recommended. 
Soap and soap products from Wisconsin Rapids to points within 
50 miles thereof, and meats, and packing house products, from 
Wisconsin Rapids and LaCrosse to points in specified Wiscon- 
sin counties, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 38931, Frank B. Noerr and Clair B. 
Noerr, co-partners, dba F. B. Noerr & Son, common carrier 
application. Examiner Beverley S. Simms. Served March 3. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operations, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Lewistown and Philadelphia, 
Pa., over a regular route serving certain intermediate and off- 
route points; and specified commodities between points in Con- 
necticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Maryland, Massachu- 
setts, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Virginia, and West Vir- 
ginia, over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin—MC F-684, Olson Transportation Co., purchase, 
Henry Van Den Bosch. Joint board 141. Served March 3. 
Recommends approval, purchase by Olson Transportation Co., 
Green Bay, Wis., of operating rights and property of Henry 
Van Den Bosch, dba Van’s Motor Express. 

Washington—MC 2789, Sub. No. 2, West Coast Transport 
Co., extension of operations—Umatilla. Joint board 81. Served 
March 4. Certificate proposed. Liquid petroleum products, in 
bulk, from certain points in Oregon and Washington to speci- 
fied territory in Idaho; and from Attalia, Wash., and Umatilla, 
Ore., to points in Idaho and certain specified territories in Ore- 
gon and Washington, over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 


New York—MC 95684, Parker Brothers, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Examiner D.C. Dillon. Served March 7. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Specified commodities between points in New 
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, District of Colum- 
bia, Delaware, Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 


South Carolina—MC 95539, R. E. Bruce, dba R. E. Bruce 
Truck Line, common carrier application. Examiner W. W. 
McCaslin. Served March 7. Denial of application proposed. 
General commodities between points in South Carolina, Georgia, 
Virginia, Tennessee, and North Carolina, over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 95167, Borough Express, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 7. 
Certificate proposed. Ladies’ and children’s wearing apparel 
between New York, N. Y., on the one hand, and certain points in 
New Jersey, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

Michigan—MC 95131, Earl Sweet, common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 7. Certificate 
recommended. Household goods, and used furniture and office 
fixtures, between points in St. Clair, Sanilac, and Huron 
counties, Mich., on the one hand, and points in specified states 
and the Dominion of Canada, on the other, over irregular routes. 
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Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94764, Virgil Wimp, dba Palmer Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 93. Served March 7. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Grand Island, Palmer, Archer, Morms, Central City, 
Cushing, St. Libory, Chapman, and St. Paul, Neb., over irreg- 
ular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. : 

Oregon—MC 94590, Heman L. Price, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 11. Served March 7. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock, wool, and grain, over irregular routes, 
from points in Lake County, Ore., to Lakeview and Klamath 
Falls, Ore., with no transportation for compensation on return. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Indiana—MC 94066, A. A. Curry, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 60. Served March 7. Permit proposed. Gaso- 
line and kerosene, in truckload lots, from Cleves, O., to Port- 
land, Ind., over a described route. Modified procedure. MHear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

California—MC 93734, Emil L. Busk, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 75. Served March 7. Certificate recom- 
mended. Household goods and advertising matter between 
specified points in California, and between points in the Los 
Angeles, Calif., commercial zone, as defined by the Commission 
in 3 M. C. C. 248, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
thirty days from date of service. 

Ohio—MC 93626, Oscar McCoy, dba McCoy Hauling Co., 
common carrier application. Joint board 117. Served March 
7. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Dump truck 
commodities in interstate or foreign commerce. 

Indiana—MC 92601, Clem M. Temple, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 60. Served March 7. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, points within seven miles of Centerville, 
Ind., to Cincinnati, Dayton, and New Paris, O.; and tankage, 
meat scraps, fertilizer and feed, in the reverse direction, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

New York—MC 90794, Irving Louis Feldman, dba Feld- 
man’s Delivery Service, common carrier application. Joint 
board 67. Served March 7. Certificate recommended. Theater 
furniture and furnishings, between New York, N. Y., on the 
one hand, and Philadelphia, Pa., and points in New Jersey 
within 60 miles of Columbus Circle, New York, N. Y., on the 
other. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 90010, Martin Adamek, common carrier 
application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served March 7. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Potatoes from Robbinsville, N. J., to New 
York, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa., and fertilizer from Tren- 
ton, N. J., to New York, N. Y., and from Baltimore, Md., to 
Trenton, N. J., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89555, Earl Long, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 185. Served March 7. Denial of certificate 
recommended. Live stock, seed, feed, grain, agricultural imple- 
ments, building materials and emigrant movables in Iowa, 
Nebraska and South Dakota, over irregular routes. 


Oregon—MC 89476, William M. Raymond, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 11. Served March 7. Permit recom- 
mended. Logs from Keno, Ore., and points in Oregon within 
20 miles thereof, to Dorris, Calif., over irregular routes, with 
no transportation for compensation on return. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 


Texas—MC 89453, N. J. McLandrich, dba N. J. McLand- 
rich Trucking Contractor, common carrier application. Joint 
board 77. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Oil field 
equipment, materials and supplies between points in Texas 
located south of a line following the northern boundaries of 
Maverick, Javala and Frio counties; thence eastward to Cuero; 
thence following U. S. highway 87 to Port O’Connor. The 
joint board proposed that such transportation be limited to 
movements between shipside and rail head points on the one 
hand, and oil well locations, on the other, and to exclude 
movements from one dealer or refinery to another dealer or 
refinery or from a dealer to a refinery or from a refinery to a 
dealer. 

Texas—MC 89390, Jean Harris, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 77. Served March 7. Denial of application 
proposed. Cotton in uncompressed bales from Agua Dulce, 
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Tex., to Corpus Christi, Tex., over a specified route, with no 
transportation for compensation on return trips. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89032, Herbert Earl Griffith, common 
carrier application. Joint board 67. Served March 7. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household furniture in seasonal operation 
and antique furniture in all-year service between Ardmore, 
Pa., and seashore points in New Jersey from Asbury Park 
to Cape May, both inclusive, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 89004, George Allen Harrison, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 27. Served March 7. Denial of permit 
proposed. Brick, sand, slag, tile, and other commodities of like 
nature, from Carbon and Bessemer, Pa., to Youngstown, O., 
over regular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 88900, Marcus Whetstone, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 233. Served March 7. Dismissal 
of application proposed at request of applicant. General com- 
modities between points in Nebraska, South Dakota, and 
Wyoming, over irregular routes. 

Missouri—MC 86928, C. E. Reynolds, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 254. Served March 7. Permit proposed. 
Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, and oil in contain- 
ers, from Cleveland, Okla., to Joplin, Seneca, and Pierce City, 
Mo., over specified routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 86787, Sub. No. 1, Sherman Floistad, ex- 
tension of operations, Nelsonville-Arpin. Joint board 96. Served 
March 7. Permit recommended. Butter, from Nelsonville, 
Wis., to Arpin, Wis., and empty containers in the reverse 
direction, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Rhode Island—MC 80369, Albert G. Winward, dba The 
Mil-Tex Transit Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
H. P. Boss. Served March 7. Certificate recommended. Speci- 
fied commodities between points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island, or certain portions thereof, over irregular 
routes. 

Nebraska—MC 50163, Sub. No. 1, Henry Douglas, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 19. Served March 7. 
Certificate proposed. Petroleum products, in bulk, from re- 
fining and distributing points in Kansas to Mitchell, Scottsbluff, 
Gering and Bridgeport, Neb., over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 44332, Coast Transit, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 45. Served March 7. Denial of 
application proposed. General commodities between points in 
Oregon and Washington, over regular and irregular routes. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 27223, Sub. No. 1, John G. Reeser, dba 
John G. Reeser Convoy, Camden and Trenton-Atlantic City 
extension. Joint board 119. Served March 7. Certificate 
recommended. New automobiles and trucks from Camden and 
Trenton, N. J., to Atlantic City, N. J., in extension of service 
from Toledo, O., and Buffalo, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

Kansas—MC 11890, Sub. No. 2, Otho Barnes, common car- 
rier extension. Joint board 19. Served March 7. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities between Fairbury, Neb., and 
Morrowville, Kan., and from Fairbury to points and places 
north and east of Kansas highways 28 and 9, and U. S. highway 
81, and west of U. S. highway 77, and live stock, hay, grain, 
feed and fertilizer from those Kansas points to Fairbury. 

Wisconsin—MC 20565, Florence Meyer, dba Meyer Trans- 
port Co., contract carrier application. Examiner I. Freidson. 
Served March 7. On further hearing, applicant’s operations 
proposed to be found those of a common carrier; and cer- 
tificate recommended. Continuance of operation, architectural 
iron or steel from Milwaukee, Wis., to Danville, Ill.; canned 
goods from Belvidere, Ill., to Milwaukee; and pulpboard boxes 
and wood pulpboard from Milwaukee, Wis., to points in IIli- 
nois, over irregular routes. Prior report, 6 M. C. C. 750. 

lowa—MC 6483, Roy Clure, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served March 7. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. General commodities between points in 
Nebraska and Iowa. 


Florida—MC 2869, Sub. No. 3, Union Bus Co.—Hazelhurst 
extension, embracing also MC 32783, Sub. No. 5, Southeastern 
Greyhound Lines, Hazelhurst extension. Joint board 101. 
Served March 7. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, over a regular route between Hazel- 
hurst, Ga., and the junction of U. S. highway 1 with Georgia 
highway 15, serving no intermediate or off-route points. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 2253, Carolina Freight Carriers Cor- 
poration, common carrier application, Cherryville, N. C. Ex- 
aminer W. W. McCaslin. Served March 7. Certificate proposed. 
Applicant, successor in interest to Mauney Transfer Co., Inc., 
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continuance of operations, specified commodities between speci- 
fied points or within specified territory in South Carolina, 
North Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massa- 
chusetts, and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 89136, Clarkson Gas Transport, common 
carrier application. Joint board 19. Served March 8. Permit 
proposed on finding applicant’s operation to be that of a con- 
tract carrier. Petroleum products, in bulk, from refining and 
distributing points in Kansas, on the one hand, to Leigh, Dodge, 
Schuyler and Wisner, Neb., on the other, over irregular routes. 

Kansas—MC 30451, Sub. No. 2, Luper Transportation Co., 
extension, Oklahoma City. Examiner Pete H. Dawson. Served 
March 8. Permit recommended. Fresh meats and packing 
house products between points in Kansas, Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, Texas and Arkansas, over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 18017, Sub. No. 1, Jack G. Tatelman, 
dba Lawrence Motor Lines, Piermont extension—Methuen, 
Mass. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served March 8. Permit pro- 
posed. Pulpboard, and pulpboard products, and mill machin- 
ery, mill equipment and supplies used in the manufacture of 
pulpboard, over irregular routes, from Piermont, N. Y., to all 
points in Massachusetts and Rhode Island. ; 

Tennessee—MC 95726, E. L. Fitzgerald, contract carrier 
application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served March 8. Permit 
recommended. Explosives between Ooltewah, Tenn., and Flint- 
stone, Ga., on the one hand, and points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Virginia, West Virginia, and Tennessee, within 300 
miles of Ooltewah, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. ; . 

Ohio—MC 95403, D. J. Taylor, common carrier applica- 
tion, embracing also MC 95226, Thomas Mazzocco, common car- 
rier application; and MC 95009, Charles Edward Caruth, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 61. Served March 8. 
Certificates recommended. Slag, sand, stone, gravel, dirt, cin- 
ders, red dog, paving brick, and bituminous road materials, 
from and to specified points in West Virginia and Ohio, over 
irregular routes. ; 

California—MC 95227, Harry Wahnish, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 75. Served March 8. Permit recom- 
mended. Burlap sacks and materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of burlap sacks between Los Angeles, Calif., on 
the one hand, and Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, Calif., 
on the other, and waste paper from Pasadena, Calif., to Los 
Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Indiana—MC 95026, Elmer Snoddy, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 208. Served March 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities to and from specified points 
in Indiana and Ohio, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

District of Columbia—MC 94751, Thomas H. Amos com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner R. J. Burns. Served March 
8. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Coal in Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Texas—MC 94692, G. B. Barrington and Gus Barrington, 
dba G. B. & Gus Barrington, common carrier application. Joint 
board 77. Served March 8. Certificate recommended. Oil field 
equipment, machinery, and supplies between points in Texas 
located south of a line extending from the Rio Grande River 
10 miles north of Del Rio to Kinney county, Tex., thence along 
the western or northern boundaries of Kinney, Uvalde, Medina, 
Bexar, Comal Hays, Caldwell, Fayette, Colorado, Wharton, 
and Matagorda counties, Tex. The joint board proposed that 
such transportation be limited to movements between shipside 
and rail head points, on the one hand, and oil well locations, 
on the other, with the further limitation that any article moved 
to or from an oil well location within the limits of an incor- 
porated city or town shall be 7,000 pounds or more in weight; 
and that no shipment shall be transported from one dealer or 
refinery to another dealer or refinery, or from a dealer to a 
refinery or from a refinery to a dealer. 


Connecticut—MC 93881, Louis Siegal, dba Siegal’s Trans- 
portation Co., common carrier application. Examiner L. R. 
Conley. Served March 8. Certificate proposed. Household 
goods between Hartford, Conn., on the one hand, and New 
York, N. Y., and points in Massachusetts, on the other; and 
specified commodities between certain points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, and Rhode Island, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

California—MC 93737, Mathias Manger, common carrier 
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application. Joint board 75. Served March 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between points in California, 
on the one hand, and Los Angeles Harbor and Long Beach, 
Calif., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Maryland—MC 93725, Robert J. Bailey, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 8. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, on charter 
tours, over irregular routes, from specified points in Maryland 
to designated points in Virginia, Delaware, and Pennsylvania. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

California—MC 92407, Bernadette Monaghan, dba Mon- 
aghan Transportation Co., common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer A. T. Palmer. Served March 8. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities in California, 
Nevada, Arizona, and Utah. 

Connecticut—MC 92228, Samuel W. Rose, contract carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 8. Permit 
proposed. New furniture, uncrated, from New Haven and 
Hartford, Conn., to all points in Rhode Island, New Jersey, 
Massachusetts, New York, those in defined areas in Virginia and 
Pennsylvania, Washington, D. C., and Baltimore, Md.; furni- 
ture frames, from Hartford, Conn., to New York, N. Y., Spring- 
field, Mass., and Paterson, N. J.; and furniture frames, springs, 
cotton, moss, and fiber, from New York, N. Y., to New 
Haven, Conn., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 90920, John Gerbasi, dba Gerbasi Auto 
Van & Storage Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
159. Served March 8. Certificate recommended. Household 
goods between points in a described territory in Connecticut, 
on the one hand, and points in New Jersey and New York, 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 90889, De Witt C. Fyffe, dba W. D. Fyffe Fruit 
& Vegetable Co., common carrier application. Examiner W. R. 
Tyers. Served March 8. Denial for want of prosecution pro- 
posed. General commodities between points in Texas, Ari- 
zona, New Mexico, Colorado and Southern California. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 90827, Thomas V. Flanagan and 
Michael J. Marnane, dba Flanagan’s Bus Lines, common car- 
rier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served March 8. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, in charter 
service, from Gardner, Mass., and points in Massachusetts with- 
in twenty-five miles thereof, to Thompson, Conn., and points in 
New Hampshire and Rhode Island, and return, and from Fitz- 
william, N. H., to points in Massachusetts, and return, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Rhode Island—MC 89973, Albert E. Laforge, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 18. Served March 8. Certificate 
proposed. Sand, gravel, stone, cinders, concrete blocks, brick, 
cement, lime, coal and lumber from Bristol, R. I., to a twenty- 
five mile radius in Massachusetts, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89667, Thomas Gibbons, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. Served March 
8. Permit recommended. Furniture and kindred articles, un- 
crated, from Philadefphia, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., and points 
in Maryland, Delaware and New Jersey, within sixty miles of 
Philadelphia, over irregular routes. 

INinois—MC 89611, Ernest Ulrich, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner F. W. Denniston. Served March 8. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Fresh fruits, in the season of harvest, from 
points in that portion of Illinois south of U. S. highway 40 
and east of U. S. highway 51 to Indianapolis, Ind.; and farm 
machinery, in truckload quantities, from Marion, O., and Indi- 
anapolis, Ind., to points in the Illinois territory mentioned, and 


between Olney, IIl., on the one hand, and points in Indiana, on 
the other. 


Georgia—MC 89440, A. B. C. Truck Lines, Inc., common 
carrier application. Joint board 101. Served March 8. De- 
nial of certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Rome and Shannon, Ga. 

Maryland—MC 89356, John Thomas Mason, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 199. Served March 8. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers, in charter operations, from points 
in Kent County, Md., to Philadelphia, Pa., and points in Dela- 
ware, and return, over irregular routes. 

California—MC 89088, Leo Ervin Andrus and Wm. Herman 
Teichert, dba Andrus & Teichert Trucking Co., common car- 
rier application. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served March 8. 
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Certificate proposed. Lumber and laths, and shingles, wooden, 
from Monterey, Calif., to points in Santa Cruz, San Benito, 
Monterey, and San Louis Obispo counties, Calif., over irregular 
routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five 
days from date of service. 

Oregon—MC 89024, A. H. Bussman and Elmer F. Merritt, 
dba O. K. Transfer Co., common carrier application. Joint 
board 11. Served March 8. Denial of application proposed. 
Household goods, heavy machinery, and farm products between 
Klamath Falls, Ore., on the one hand, and points in a speci- 
fied portion of California, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from 
date of service. 

California—MC 88363, Joseph Herbert Meidl, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served March 8. 
Dismissal of application for a permit proposed. Agricultural 
commodities (not including manufactured products thereof), 
between Watsonville, Calif., and points in Santa Cruz and 
Monterey counties, Calif., on the one hand, and San Francisco, 
Calif.. on the other, over irregular routes. Under section 
203(b) (6), as amended, of the motor carrier act, such trans- 
portation, the report said, did not require the issuance of a 
certificate or permit by the Commission. 

Ontario, Canada—MC 86423, Charles Hinton, Sr., and 
Charles Hinton, Jr., dba C. Hinton and Co., common carrier 
application—Windsor. Joint board 163. Served March 8. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Household goods, as applied generally to 
household movings, between Detroit, Mich., and points in the 
Province of Ontario, Canada, over irregular routes. The joint 
board said it found that the evidence did not establish that the 
transportation by applicants, of general commodities, excluding 
household goods between Detroit and the contiguous munici- 
pality of Windsor, was an operation for which the motor carrier 
act required a certificate or permit. 

Massachusetts—MC 82711, Sub. No. 1, Frank Walentuk, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 134. Served March 
8. Permit proposed. Fertilizer and fertilizer materials from 
Pawtucket, R. I., to points within a radius of eighty-five m‘les 
located in Rhode Island and Massachusetts, in the months of 
February, March, April, May and June of each year. 

Alabama—MC 74722, Sub. No. 4, Alabama Coaches Co., 
Inc., Birmingham extension. Joint board 100. Served March 
8. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their baggage, 
and express, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers between points in Alabama. 


Washington—MC 70863, Sub. No. 2, R. H. Hamilton, dba 
Hamilton Trucking Service, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer Albert E. Stephan. Served March 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Machinery, contractor’s equipment, and construct'on 
materials, in truckload lots, between specified points in Wash- 
ington, Oregon, Idaho, California and Montana. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date of 
service. 

Ohio—MC 60274, Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner Mack Myers. Served March 8. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Cincinnati, O., and Chicago, 
Ill., over a regular route. 


Oregon—MC 58921, Sub. No. 1, Joyce Willis, dba Willis 
Truck Service, extension of operations—Washington. Joint 
board 45. Served March 8. Certificate proposed. Machinery, 
grain, grain products, feed, seed, and hay between points in 
Oregon east of the Cascade Mountains, and points in Multno- 
mah, Yamhill, Washington, Marion, and Polk counties, Ore., 
over specified and unspecified routes through Washington. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 


Montana—MC 50183, Sub. No. 2, Western Ranch Co., ex- 
tension of operations. Joint board 123. Served March 8. Per- 
mit recommended. Petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk, 
from Byron, Wyo., and points within fifteen miles thereof, in- 
cluding Lovell, Wyo., to Billings, Mont., over a described route, 
including service at certain intermediate points. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from date of serv- 
ice. 

Ohio—MC 39211, Sub. No. 2, Ohio Bus Line Co., extension 
of operations—Greenhills. Joint board 117. Served March 8. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between Cincinnati, and Hamilton, O., over a regular 
route, serving all intermediate points. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Arkansas—MC 35126, Sub. No. 1, Guy Hill, extension of 
operations. Examiner F. W. Denniston. Served March 8. Per- 
mit recommended. Lumber from Cove, Ark., to points in 
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Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missouri and Kansas, over irregular 
routes, with no transportation for compensation on the return. 

South Dakota—MC 27802, Sub. No. 1, Albert Buboltz, 
dba Al Buboltz Transfer, extension—California, etc. Examiner 
L. J. Kassel. Served March 8. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Household goods between points in South Dakota, Arizona, 
Arkansas, California, Idaho, Kentucky, Louisiana, Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, North Carolina, Oregon, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

Kentucky—MC 13732, Sub. No. 1, Miles Edelen—extension 
of operations. Joint board 155. Served March 8. Denial of 
permit proposed. Such merchandise as is dealt in by hardware 
business houses, between Kokomo and Indianapolis, Ind., on 
the one hand, and Richmond, Berea, Glasgow, Leitchfield, and 
East Bernstadt, Ky., and points within 25 miles of each on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Michigan—MC 9189, Fred Bell, Jr., common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 73. Served March 8. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Coal, lumber, roofing, fish, fruit, dairy 
products, feed, and household goods between points in Michigan, 
Indiana, and Illinois. 

Washington—MC 10257, Sub. No. 1, Fred Martin, dba Mar- 
tin Transfer Co., extension of op2rations—Oregon. Joint board 
45. Served March 8. Denial of certificate proposed. Contrac- 
tors equipment between points in Washington and Oregon. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date 
of service. 

Ohio—MC 472, Margaret L. Weinstock, dba West Side 
Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
Mack Myers. Served March 8. Certificate proposed. Con- 
tinuance of operation, household goods, between Marietta, O., 
and points in Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia; and gen- 
eral merchandise between Marietta, O., and points within a 
35-mile radius thereof, over irregular routes. 

iWlinois—MC 89148, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Co., extension of passenger operations. Joint board 36. 
Served March 8. Certificate recommended. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, mail, and newspapers between St. Joseph, Mo., 
and Topeka, Kan., over a specified route. 

South Dakota—MC 95629, Lynn Outka, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served March 9. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock from Beaver Creek and Luverne, Minn., 
and points in Minnesota within 5 miles of Valley Springs to 
Sioux Falls, S. D., between Beaver Creek, Luverne, and Pipe- 
stone, Minn., on the one hand, and Valley Springs and points in 
South Dakota within 10 miles thereof, on the other, from Valley 
Springs and points in South Dakota within 10 miles thereof to 
Sioux City, and grain from Valley Springs and points in South 
Dakota within 10 miles thereof to Beaver Creek, Luverne, and 
Hills, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 95596, Cornelius Groen, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 147. Served March 9. Denial of 
certificate proposed. Live stock, grain, farm machinery, tank- 
age, twine, and mill feed, between Valley Springs, S. D., 
and points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Worthington, Leota, Adrian, and Lake Wilson, Minn., Sioux 
City, Inwood, Rock Rapids, and Rock Valley, Ia., on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

Washington—MC 95153, Arthur William Knight, dba Art 
Knight Trucking Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
Albert E. Stephan. Served March 9. Certificate recommended. 
Watework pipe and supplies, and contractors equipment and 
heavy machinery in truckload lots between ports in Washing- 
ton, on the one hand, and points in Washington, on the other. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date 
of service. 

California—MC 95043, W. E. Rogers, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 75. Served March 9. Permit recom- 
mended. Newsprint paper, from Los Angeles Harbor and Long 
Beach, Calif., to certain points in southern California, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 


Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 


Alabama—MC 93722, Homer W. Jones, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 100. Served March 9. Denial of ap- 
plication proposed. General commodities at Cullman, Ala. 
The joint board said that applicant’s services were not subject 
to regulation under the motor carrier act. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Maryland—MC 93371, Thomas L. Conway, common car- 
rier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served March 9. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, on charter 
tours, over irregular routes from specified points in Maryland, 
to designated points in Virginia, Delaware, New Jersey, and 
Pennsylvania, and return. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
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request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

Kansas—MC 92544, L. L. Storey, dba L. L. Storey Truck 
Line, common carrier application. Joint board 52. Served 
March 9. Certificate recommended. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Wichita, Kan., and Potwin, Kan., over a 
regular route. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Texas—MC 91129, W. H. Hembree, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 77. Served March 9. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between points 
within the city limits of Amarillo, Tex. 

Massachusetts—MC 89764, Joseph Burwen, dba National 
Oil Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 190. Served 
March 9. Denial of application proposed. Petroleum products 
from Providence and East Providence, R. I., to points within 
a radius of 30 miles of Boston, Mass., and from Danversport, 
Mass., to points in New Hampshire. 

Nebraska—MC 89614, H. C. Luman, dba Luman Chev. Co., 
contract carrier application. Joint board 19. Served March 9. 
Denial of application proposed. Petroleum and petroleum 
products between points in Kansas and points in Nebraska, over 
irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 89527, A. D. Cotton, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 77. Served March 9. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Oil field equipment, machinery and 
a" between points in Texas located west of U. S. high- 
way 81. 

New York—MC 89321, Jones and Searing, Inc., common 
carrier application. Examiner Paul A. Colvin. Served March 9. 
Denial of certificate recommended. Household goods between 
points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts 
and Connecticut, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 89224, Francis Milks, dba Deluxe Taxi 
Service, common carrier application. Joint board 3. Served 
March 9. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Persons 
and their baggage, in seasonal operation, between points in 
New York. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89195, William J. Lee, common carrier 
application. Joint board 67. Served March 9. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods from Philadelphia, Pa., to 
points in New Jersey, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 89194, F. W. Marsh, dba Marsh Motor Service, 
common carrier application. Joint board 144. Served March 9. 
Dismissal of application proposed at request of applicant. 
General commodities between Cherokee, Ia., and points within 
60 miles thereof, and points in Illinois and Minnesota, over 
irregular routes. 

South Dakota—MC 88462, Martin R. Young, dba Yellow 
Cab Taxi, common carrier application. Joint board 184. Served 
March 9. Certificate recommended. Passengers and _ their 
baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers, between Yankton, 
S. D., and Creighton, Neb., serving all intermediate points, 
over a specified route. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

California—MC 75545, Emmet Albert Stout, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served March 9. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Machinery between 
Sunnyvale and Oakland and San Francisco, Calif., over regular 
and irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
twenty-five days from date of service. 


Washington—MC 64798, Sub. No. 1, Albert M. Thelen, ex- 
tension of operations—Astoria, Billingham and Coeur d’Alene, 
etc. Joint board 81. Served March 9. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Beer and containers between Portland, Ore., and 
Seattle, Wash., as radial points, on the one hand, and points 
in Oregon, Washington and Idaho, on the other, over regular 
routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five 
days from date of service. 


Nebraska—MC 50871, Sub. No. 1, George E. Monk, exten- 
sion of operations. Joint board 185. Served March 9. Denial 
of certificate proposed. Live stock, agricultural commodities, 
and emigrant movables, between points in Nebraska, Iowa and 
South Dakota, over irregular routes. 


INlinois—MC 45868, William Fullerton, dba Fullerton Motor 
Truck Service, contract carrier application embracing also MC 
45867, Same, common carrier application. Joint board 21. Served 
March 9. Permit recommended. Continuance of operation, 
general commodities, between points in Illinois and Indiana 
within a radius of 100 miles of Chicago, Ill., including Lake 
and Porter counties, Ind., over irregular routes. Denial of ap- 
plication in MC 45867 proposed on finding applicant not entitled 
to continue the before-mentioned operations as a common car- 
rier. 

Maryland—MC 28204, Arnold R. Stull, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 68. Served March 9. Denial for want 
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of prosecution proposed. General commodities in Maryland, 
Virginia and the District of Columbia. 

Nebraska—MC 920, Ivan A. Manske, dba Manske Oil Co., 
contract carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, 
extension—Topeka. Joint board 19. Served March 9. Permit 
recommended. Petroleum products from Augusta and Topeka, 
Kan., to Pierce, Neb., over regular routes. 

Oregon—MC 30251, Gordon Ray (successor in interest to 
Walter Starr and Gordon Ray, dba Ray and Starr), contract 
carrier application, embracing also extension of operations. 
Joint board 6. Served March 9. On further hearing, dismissal 
of application for certificates in lieu of permits heretofore au- 
thorized, proposed at request of applicant. Applicant in the 
prior reports, 2 M. C. C. 382 and 385 was granted permits to 
transport gasoline from Portland, Ore., to certain Idaho points. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within twenty-five days from 
date of service. 

Oklahoma—MC 2118, H. H. Enders Truck Line, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 170. Served March 9. 
Certificate proposed to be issued to Yellow Cab Transit Co., Inc., 
successor in interest to Enders, authorizing transportation of 
general commodities, except explosives, over designated routes 
between points in Oklahoma and Texas. 

New Jersey—MC 29695, Cross Transportation, Inc. (suc- 
cessor in interest to Wilson Transportation Co.), common car- 
rier application, embracing also MC 29696, Same, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served March 9. 
Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s and its predecessor’s 
operations to be those of a common carrier. Continuance of 
operation, glass bottles, from Bridgeton, N. J., to Bridgeport, 
Conn., Philadelphia, Pa., Wilmington, Del., Yonkers, Brooklyn 
and New York, N. Y., Baltimore, Md. and the District of 
Columbia; materials and supplies necessary for the manufac- 
ture and packing of glass bottles from Philadelphia to Bridge- 
ton; and boxes, from Baltimore to Bridgeton and Salem, N. J., 
and from Bridgeton to Philadelphia and Baltimore, over irreg- 
ular routes. Denial of application in MC 29696 proposed. 


LAKE CARGO COAL 


The Wisconsin Commission has asked the Commission tc 
reopen Ex Parte 115 and to modify its orders of November 21, 
1938, so as to limit the increase on lake-cargo coal from origin 
mines to Lake Erie ports for transshipment of 7% cents a net 
ton or 8% cents a gross ton, at least when such coal is trans- 
ported in line-haul movement by railroad beyond the lake 
docks to which it is transshipped by Lake vessels, so as to limit 
the total increase to 15 cents a net ton. 

The Wisconsin commission, in support of its petition, 
called attention to the fact that under an order of October 19, 
1937, the railroads were authorized to increase rates on lake 
cargo coal by 10 cents a net ton but with the proviso that if 
the coal were later reshipped the total increase should not 
exceed 15 cents a net ton. 

After the order of October 19, 1937, the Wisconsin petition 
said the carriers of lake cargo coal published an increase of 
10 cents a ton on such coal to Lake Erie ports and western 
carriers added 7% cents a ton on outbound shipments from 
the docks, both interstate and intrastate. The petition said 
that to limit the increase to 15 cents the eastern carriers 
provided for a refund of 2% cents a ton on application of 
the shipper. The increases authorized November 21, 1938, 
the Wisconsin commission pointed out, were for the indefinite 
future, although the carriers were treating the increases as 
surcharges requiring refund of 2% cents. 

The Wisconsin commission pointed out that the publica- 
tions by the carriers had an unfortunate result in that large 
amounts of coal were on the upper lake docks which had 
moved before the order of October 19, 1937, became effective, 
and which consequently moved on increases of 3, 5, 10, and 
15 cents a net ton depending on the basic rate. The result, 
it said, was that two varying levels of rates became effective 
from the docks to interior destinations—one on coal which 
had moved in the east prior to the effect of the order and 
one on coal which had moved since. Consequently, it said, 
receivers of coal situated so as to have enjoyed a previous 
rate of $1 or less demanded coal which had moved before the 
effective date of the order and receivers whose rate was 
over $1 demanded coal which had moved since that date. 

The petitioning commission said that it had allowed in- 
creases in intrastate rates so as to bring them up to the 
interstate level but said that eastern carriers had advised 
that they would not make the refund of 2% cents a ton on 
coal shipped under the new Wisconsin rates. The resulting 
situation, the Wisconsin body said, was decidedly anomalous. 

Eastern carriers, it said, were placed in a position of 
being able to dictate the form of the Wisconsin intrastate 
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rate structure or penalize receivers in that state 2% cents 
and that that was precisely what they proposed. The eastern 
lines, it said; had no financial interest in the Wisconsin rates, 
incurring not a penny of greater or less expense dependent 
on what happened to the coal after it left their hands. How- 
ever, said the commission, if the coal was consumed locally 
at the dock ports they would receive 24% cents more a ton 
than if it were shipped by rail beyond. 

The Wisconsin commission said that since the rates had 
been increased for the “indefinite future” it was of the opinion 
that the present manner of publication was inappropriate, 
and that the increase on the eastern movement should be 
limited to 7% cents a net ton, regardless of the disposition 
of the coal in the west. 

Although admitting that the relief it sought might need 
a further argument or hearing, the Wisconsin commission 
suggested summary treatment by having the Commission 
modify the order of November 21, 1938, so as to authorize an 
increase of only 7% a net ton or 8% cents a gross ton on 
lake cargo coal to lower lake ports if such coal was later 
reshipped in line-haul movement by railroad. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. 4598, the Commission has suspended from 
March 3 until October 3 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Supplement 10 to joint tariff, Agents L. D. Chaf- 
fee’s I. C. C. A-400, and F. D. Miller’s I. C. C. 315 and others. 
The suspended schedules propose to restrict the joint rates 
applicable on various commodities via barge-rail routes to and 
from points in the south, so that they will not apply in con- 
nection with the Birmingham Southern Railroad as an inter- 
mediate carrier. 

In I. and S. 4599, the Commission has suspended from 
March 5 until October 5 the operation of schedules as pub- 
lished in Columbus and Greenville Railway Company’s Tariff 
I. C. C. 83. The suspended schedules provide that when cot- 
tonseed, in carloads, is moved via rail into Columbus, Green- 
ville, Greenwood, Indianola, Moorehead or West Point, Miss., 
at the full local or joint rates, for cracking, crushing or other 
manufacturing processes and the product is reshipped via the 
Columbus and Greenville Railway, certain specified allowances 
will be made by the Columbus and Greenville Railway to the 
Shipper at the manufacturing or mill point. 


In I. and S. M-625, the Commission has suspended from 
March 5 until June 3 the operation of all schedules. as pub- 
lished in Tariff MF-I. C. C. 2 of M. E. Van Sant, dba Safe- 
way Van Lines, Los Angeles, Cal. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish reduced and increased local and joint 
specific point to point less-truckload and truckload commodity 
rates in cents a 100 pounds on household goods, and on books 
and machinery in mixed loads with household goods, between 
some 200 points in the states of Arizona, Arkansas, Califoria, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, New Mexico, Okla- 
homa and Texas, also certain rules and provisions applying in 
connection therewith, in lieu of present distance and specific 
point to point commodity rates applying in some cases in cents 
a 100 pounds and in other cases in cents per cubic foot. 

A rate of 700 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 4,000 pounds 
between Los Angeles, Cal., and Chicago, IIl., is an example of 
the proposed rates. 

In I. and S. M-626, the Commission has suspended from 
March 6 until June 4 the operation of schedule MF-I. C. C. 2 
of E. L. Northcutt, Albuquerque, N. M. The suspended sched- 
ule proposes to reduce the present any-quantity minimum 
charges on such commodities as are usually dealt in by whole- 
sale and retail grocery and food business houses, and equip- 
ment materials and supplies used in the conduct of such busi- 
ness, from Brawley, El Centro and Los Angeles, Cal., also 
Phoenix, Ariz., to Albuquerque, N. M. An illustrative proposal 
is to establish a rate of $1 from Brawley, El Centro and Los 
Angeles, Calif., to Albuquerque, N. M., in lieu of the present 
rate of $1.25. 

In I. and S. No. 4600, the Commission has suspended from 
March 5 until October 5 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 180 to Agent Ira D. Dodge’s tariff 
I. C. C. No. 361, and supplements Nos. 87 and 88 to Agent 
Ira D. Dodge’s tariff I. C. C. No. 413. The suspended schedules, 
propose to restrict the coastwise or proportional class and 
commodity rates applicable between Louisiana and Texas 
Gulf ports, on the one hand, and points in Texas and Shreve- 
port, La., on the other, so that they may not be used in con- 
structing combination rates on coastwise traffic moving to, 
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from, or via north Atlantic ports, Boston, Mass., to Norfolk, 
Va., inclusive; and also to restrict certain commodity rates 
between the Gulf ports and Texas points so that they will not 
apply on traffic originating at or destined to points in the 
United States, including Alaska, when moving via the Panama 
Canal from, through, or to ports in California, Oregon and 
Washington. 

In I. and S. M-623, the Commission has suspended from 
March 6 until June 4 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 22 of Norfolk, Baltimore 
and Carolina Line, Incorporated, Norfolk, Va. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new proportional class rates 
between Baltimore, Md., and Norfolk, Va., applicable only on 
traffic interchanged with carloading companies. 

In I. and S. M-624, the Commission has suspended from 
March 7 until June 5 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 5 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 2 
of Preston J. Barras, bda Barras Transfer, New Orleans, La. 
The suspended schedules propose to establish new proportional 
less-truckload all-commodity rates between Lake Charles, La., 
on the one hand, and Louisiana points, on the other, applicable 
on traffic including forwarding company traffic. 

In I. and S. M-627, the Commission has suspended from 
March 6 until June 4 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 1 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 1 of 
Ralph E. Merscheim and Ralph Robertson, a partnership, dba 
Merscheim and Robertson, Potter, Neb. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish new reduced distance commodity rates 
on machinery, agricultural implements and/or parts; oils and 
greases; and miscellaneous commodities between points in 
western Nebraska and points in northeastern Colorado. This 
carrier has no present rates on the above commodities, but has 
distance commodity rates on numerous other commodities, such 
as salt, cement, etc. The following is illustrative of the pro- 
posed rates: 

Machinery, agricultural implements and/or parts, 25 miles, less- 
truckload, 23; truckload, minimum 7,000 pounds, 16. 200 miles, less- 
truckload, 56; truckload, minimum 7,000 pounds, 39. 

In I. and S. No. M-628, the Commission has suspended from 
March 10 until June 8, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of Robinson Transfer 
Motor Lines, Inc., Kinsport, Tenn. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a new any-quantity commodity rate of 
~ 4 ae on acetate yarn from Kingsport, Tenn., to Durham, 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 


At the end of January, 1939, the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation had disbursed $626,842,661.06 in loans to railroads 
and repayments thereon totaled $194,553,827.42, according to 
the monthly statement of the corporation. In addition to the 
loans authorized, $747,914,216.95, according to the statement, 
the corporation had approved loans of $99,975,675 on the per- 
formance of specified conditions. 

The Pittsburgh & West Virginia Railway Co. in a supple- 
mental application in Finance Nos. 9174, 10661 and 11933, has 
asked the Commission to extend for three years through re- 
newal, substitution of new obligations, or otherwise, loans of 
$3,013,188, 203,419, $500,000 and $500,000 made to it by the 
RFC, which matured December 31, 1938, and which are now 
carried as past due, but not in default, pending disposition of 
Finance No. 12255. 

In Finance No. 12341 the receivers of the Wabash have 
asked the Commission to approve a loan to them from the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation of $7,500,000, the proceeds 
to be used to buy in at par and accrued interest Wabash equip- 
ment trust certificates outstanding totaling about $7,500,000. 
The outstanding certificates bear interest at rates from 4% to 
6 per cent. The R. F. C., according to the application, has 
offered to make the loan at 2% per cent interest. The receivers 
said that they had had a bid of par on 3% per cent certificates 
but that the court having charge of the property directed them 
to accept an offer of a loan from the R. F. C. at 2% per cent. 

The Pittsburgh & West Virginia in Finance No. 12225 has 
amended an application for approval of a loan to it from the 
R. F. C. for $7,500,000 by reducing the amount to $7,095,000, 
the loan to bear interest at the rate of 24% per cent. The pro- 
posed loan would be used, $4,216,607 in the payment of four 
loans made by the R. F. C. to the Pittsburgh & West Virginia. 
The remainder would be used to the payment of the carrier’s 
notes held by banks. 

Making the statutory finding that the Southern Pacific Co. 
on the basis of present and prospective earnings, may reason- 
ably be expected to meet its fixed charges without a reduction 
thereof through judicial reorganization, the Commission, by 
division 4, in Finance No. 12315, Southern Pacific Co. recon- 
struction loan, has approved a loan of not more than $8,000,000 


to the applicant by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation for 
three years. 
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The Southern Pacific asked for a loan of $8,000,000 at 
interest not exceeding 4 per cent for three years. It asked 
that $3,000,000 of the loan be made available to it on April 28, 
for payment of interest and installments of principal on equip- 
ment-trust obligations due May 1; that $2,000,000 be made 
available on May 31, for similar requirements due June 1, 
and that $3,000,000 of the loan be made available June 30, 
for similar purposes, July 1. 

The Secretary of the Treasury may accept an offer to 
compromise by present payment in cash of a part of the amount 
due on a loan made to a railroad under section 210 of the 
transportation act, 1920, and no action by the Commission is 
required in connection therewith, according to a ruling made 
by the Attorney General. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and certificate in F. D. 12282, Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. 
trustee abandonment, permitting abandonment by Guy A. Thompson, 
trustee of Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., of a portion of a branch line 
of railroad in Pike county, Ark., approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12257, Ventura County Ry. Co. 
abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Ventura County Railway 
Co. of a part of a branch line of railroad in Ventura county, Calif., 
approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12127, Oregon-Washington Rail- 
road & Navigation Co. et at. abandonment, (1) permitting abandon- 
ment by the Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. and aban- 
donment of operation by the Union Pacific Railroad Co., lessee, of a line 
of railroad extending from a point at or near Waitsburg to a point at 
or near Dayton, in Walla Walla and Columbia counties, Wash.; (2) 
authorizing operation by the Oregon-Washington Railroad & Naviga- 
tion Co. and the Union Pacific Railroad Co., lessee, over a line of the 
Northern Pacific Railway Co. approximately between the same points; 
(3) permitting abandonment by the Northern Pacific Railway Co. of a 
line of railroad extending from a point at or near Wallace to a point 
at or near Burke, in Shoshone county, Ida.; and (4) authorizing oper- 
ation by the Northern Pacific Railway Co. over a line of the Oregon- 
Washington Railroad & Navigation Co. approximately between the last- 
named points, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12291, San Diego & Arizona 
Eastern Railway Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the 
San Diego & Arizona Eastern Railway Co. of part of a branch line 
of railroad in San Diego county, Calif., approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12302, Nashville & Atlantic 
Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment, as to interstate 
and foreign commerce, by the Nashville & Atlantic Railroad Co. of 
its entire line of railroad in Warren and Van Buren counties, Tenn., 
approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12298, Virginian Railway Co. 
construction, authorizing construction and operation by the Virginian 
Railway Co. of a branch line of railroad in Wyoming county, W. Va., 
approved. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


MC F-825. Charlton Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Hagerstown, 
Md., asks authority to purchase interstate operating rights of J. Nor- 
man Geipe, Inc. 

MC F-822. Hudson Bus Transportation Co., Jersey City, 
asks authority to purchase Louis Binetti, dba West 
Keansburg Bus Line, Jersey City, N. J. 

MC F-823. Motor Freight Corporation, Terre Haute, Ind., asks 
authority to purchase operating rights of Southern Freight Lines, Inc. 

MC F-824. Rutherford Freight Lines, Inc., Bristol, Va., asks author- 
ity to purchase certain operating rights and equipment from Textile 
Transportation, Inc. 

Finance No. 12340. Texas & Pacific asks authority to issue and 
place in its treasury $3,270,000 of general and refunding mortgage 5 
per cent bonds, series D, issuable under its general and refunding 
mortgage, dated January 1, 1924, and to pledge those bonds, together 
with $6,720,000 of series D bonds presently in its treasury, as collateral 
security for short term notes for a period of not to exceed 5 years. 
The proposed bonds would cover expenditures for additions and better- 
ments to roadWay property to September 30, 1938, not heretofore cap- 
italized. 

Finance No. 12342. Loyalsock Railroad Co., owner-lessor, asks 
authority to abandon, and Lehigh Valley, lessee, to abandon operation, 
of part of a branch extending from Splash Dam to Lopez, Pa., 
approximateiy 12.96 miles. According to the application, there is in- 
sufficient available rail traffic to support the line proposed to be 
abandoned. 

MC F-826. Consolidated Express Lines, Inc., Richmond, Ind., asks 
authority to purchase the operating rights of D. P. Daum, dba Daum 
Over-Nite Express as covered in MC 30134 and/or MC F-102, and to 
operate temporarily those properties for a period not exceeding 180 
days. 

MC F-827. Clover-Leaf Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich., asks 
authority to purchase operating rights of the Clover-Leaf Motor Truck 
Transportation Co., Inc., and to operate temporarily those properties 
for a period not exceeding 180 days. 


Me Disc 
New York & 


A. C. & Y.-N. O. REORGANIZATION 
The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 9923, Akron, 
Canton & Youngstown and Northern Ohio reorganization, has 
amended its order of November 6, 1933, so as to approve $7,500 
a year as maximum compensation to be paid to Squire, San- 
ders & Dempsey, attorneys for the trustees of the debtors, be- 
ginning as of January 1, 1939. 


March 11, 1939 


COTTON BELT REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, in Finance No. 11040, St. Louis South- 
western Railway Co. reorganization, has denied the request 
of Walter E. Meyer for a postponement of four months of the 
hearing in that case now assigned for April 12. The Commis- 
sion said it had considered his allegations with respect to the 
effect on the finances, earnings and assets of the Cotton Belt 
of the control of that carrier by the Southern Pacific and 
others. Mr. Meyer also asked for an order on the Southern 
Pacific Co. to produce specified information and the denial 
covers that phase. Mr. Meyer had alleged that Southern Pacific 
control of the Cotton Belt had been detrimental to the latter. 

Commissioner Aitchison in answer to a letter from Mr. 
Meyer told the latter that it was expected that he would at 
the time of the hearing present all pertinent information not 
already in the record which he wished to have the Commission 
consider and which had led him to make and maintain the 
allegations in the petition for investigation filed by him in this 
proceeding. On the basis of what was then presented, by Mr. 
Meyer together with what might be then presented by other 
parties and on the matters already established of record, Com- 
missioner Aitchison said the Commission would determine 
whether further information of the character and the extent 
indicated in Mr. Meyer’s request should be called for. Com- 
missioner Aitchison said the Commission would determine then 
whether it would be warranted in delaying the proceeding to 
the extent which would undoubtedly be necessary should Mr. 
Meyer’s request be granted. Commissioner Aitchison said that 
it was evident that the compilation and submission of the data 
called for would require a very considerable period of time, 
and that its analysis would be a task of great magnitude, even 
if the analysis and study could be confined to the facts which 
might appear on the surface of the return. 


COTTONSEED TRANSIT QUESTIONS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A field represented by one side at least as having dynamite 
planted in it was tramped over March 9, in arguments before 
division 4, as to whether the 120-mile Quanah, Acme & Pacific, 
should be permited to establish transit and reduce inbound 
rates on cottonseed at Quanah, Tex. The question was raised 
in I. and S. No. 4530, transit on cottonseed at Quanah. In 
that case the Commission suspended tariffs which were filed, 
as alleged, on account of objections raised by the Commission’s 
section of tariffs to the form of an earlier publication. 

For the Quanah Robert E. Quirk contended it represented 
an effort on the part of that railroad to regain cottonseed 
traffic from trucks by the establishment of transit on the seed, 
transit heretofore having been limited to cottonseed products, 
enabling terminal cottonseed oil mills to bid for seed in com- 
petition with country mills and the trucks carrying seed from 
the gins to them. It -was a family affair, among the gins, 
country mills and trucks, said he, and the parties to the 
arrangement, according to his view, objected. Farmers, he 
suggested, might get better prices for their seed by reason 
of the Quanah proposal. 

Commenting on the suggestion that farmers might obtain 
better prices, R. C. Fulbright, representing West Texas cotton 
mills, said that when he saw a man shedding tears for the 
farmer he put one hand on his pocket book and his other on 
his watch. He denial that the proposal was merely a local 
matter to attract seed from the trucks. He said it would spread, 
if the Quanah were permitted to do what it desired, and ulti- 
mately would bring before the Commission questions raised by 
the perplexing grain transit practice; and also break down 
the rate structure the Commission had prescribed in its cot- 
tonseed investigation. 

F. L. Wallace, representing protesting railroads, including 
parts of the Santa Fe and Burlington systems, likened it to 
an invasion of territory in an application to construct a new 
line. Were it only a matter of the Quanah proposing to 
affect the inbound movement of seed traffic the protesting 
railroads would not be here, said he. But he said it was an 
effort on the part of the Quanah to control the movement of 
the products out of the cotton mill at Quanah as well. That, 
he said, would be at the expense of the Fort Worth & Denver 
City, part of the Burlington system, and the other protesting 
railroads. He likened the effort of the short line to an inva- 
sion of territory, taking of traffic from other railroads and 
not merely from trucks. 

The protesting railroads and cotton mill interests agreed 
that the transit proposed by the Quanah, if permitted to be- 
come effective, would require other railroads to do likewise. 
Mr. Fulbright asserted that its effect would be to break up the 
cottonseed oil industry in the territory of production of the 
seed and transfer it to terminal mills. Establishment of the 


The Traffic World 


PAGE 539 


transit he admitted would give the Quanah a short day of 
glory but asserted that that day of glory would be followed 
by the establishment of rates by other railroads to meet the 
new competition that would restore the relation now existing, 
except the country mills might not be where they were now, 
to take the seed of the farmers from the gins in the production 
territory. 





LIME FROM THE WEST 

With a view to giving recognition to new groupings made 
in recent years, the official territory railroads have asked the 
Commission to modify its order in No. 19957, Northwestern 
Ohio Lime Manufacturers et al. vs. Pennsylvania et al., and 
cases joined therewith. They ask that that case be reopened 
to the extent necessary to work out a new destination group- 
ing so as to afford recognition to the fact that new groupings 
were made by the Commission in No. 15879, Eastern Class Rate 
Revision, 164 I. C. C. 314. 

The question of groupings has arisen in connection with 
their desire to publish rates on lime from points west of the 
Ohio-Indiana state line to give shippers from west of that line 
the benefit of reductions in the level of rates established in the 
Northwestern Ohio Lime Manufacturers Case, 159 I. C. C. 9, 
without undertaking to adhere to the groupings made under 
the old McGraham class rate formula. 

The level of rates proposed from the territory west of the 
Ohio-Indiana line to trunk line territory, says the petition, is 
the level prescribed by the Commission in the Northwestern 
Ohio Lime Manufacturers case, and to New England territory, 
the level of rates proposed is on the basis of 120 per cent of the 
so-called docket No. 16170 scale. But, says the petition, those 
rates are tied in with the destination grouping as prescribed 
by the Commission in the eastern class rate decision. The car- 
riers say they cannot make effective this proposed adjustment 
from territory west of the Ohio-Indiana state line without cre- 
ating fourth section difficulties unless the adjustment from 
origins in Ohio is also tied in with the class rate grouping. 


SUGAR FROM THE SOUTH 


What Hollywood might regard as a preview of the south- 
ern governors’ case has been given the Commission in argu- 
ments in I. and S. No. 4096, sugar from Gulf coast port groups 
to northern points and cases joined with it. They are No. 
27004, Godchaux Sugars, Inc., et al. vs. A. & W. et al., No. 
27213, Savannah Sugar Refining Corporation vs. Southern 
et al. and No. 27137, National Sugar Refining Co. of New Jer- 
sey vs. A. & R. et al. 

One of the questions in those cases is as to the level of 
rates from southern sugar refineries to destinations in the east- 
ern part of central territory, that is, the part of that rate 
division east of the line of the Monon railroad. Admittedly the 
southern railroads have no such control over rates to that part 
of central territory as they have to that part of the territory 
west of the Monon. In that part the Illinois Central, the 
Southern and the Louisville & Nashville have a heavy if not a 
controlling voice in the making of rates. 

Adjustment of rates on sugar from southern refinery points 
to the north, largely as desired by the southern carriers, was 
recommended by Examiner Frank M. Weaver in a proposed 
report in these cases, on further hearing (see Traffic World, 
Dec. 24, 1938, p. 1323). His report was not confined to rates 
from the south, the cases joined with the suspension proceed- 
ing bringing into question the quality of the rates on sugar 
from New York to southern and border territory points as 
well. His recommendation that rates be made on the basis 
of 22 per cent of the first class rates in effect July 6, 1938, 
was in accordance with the recommendation of the southern 
interests, the proceeding being largely a contest between north- 
ern and southern carriers and northern and southern refiners. 

Further hearing had to be held in the controversy because 
the eastern railroads obtained a court condemnation of the 
Commission’s former report and order, which were made in 
220 I. C. C. 623, in their suit, Baltimore & Ohio vs. United 
States 22 Fed. supp. 533, in December, 1937, on the ground 
that the Commission had not made findings required by law. 
Because of important changes in the rates that had taken 
place no appeal was taken. Instead the Commission held the 
further hearing on which Examiner Weaver based his recom- 
mendation of 22 per cent of first class as the basis of rates. 

Assignments of time for a discussion of the issues were 
made to E. A. Smith and W. N. McGehee for the southern 
railroads; Lawrence F. Daspit, the complainant in No. 27004; 
C. R. Hillyer, complainant in No. 27213; E. H. Thornton, New 
Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau; W. G. Oliphant, Federal Barge 
Line; John F. Finerty, comvlainant in No. 27137; Edward A. 
Kaier and E. H. Burgess, official territory lines. 

The position of the southern line, as stated by Mr. Smith, 
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was in substance that rates from southern territory into cen- 
tral territory were relatively unreasonable in violation of sec- 
tion 1 when compared with the prevailing level of sugar rates 
maintained by the eastern railroads from sugar refining points 
in the east to destinations in central territory. 

In behalf of the eastern railroads Mr. Kaier maintained 
that the case which the southern interests had made at this 
hearing was exactly the same they made at the former hearing, 
and which, after being accepted by the Commission, was found 
to be insufficient in law. In essence he contended their case 
came down to the proposition that because the assailed rates 
were in excess of rates which had been voluntarily reduced 
below maximum reasonable bases to meet competition, they 
were unreasonable. Under the law of this case, as declared 
by the unappealed decision of the court, he said it was in- 
sufficient on which to predicate a finding of unreasonableness. 

In his discussion Mr. Hillyer, referred to the rates of the 
eastern carriers as extortionate and prohibitive. Those rail- 
roads, he declared, had erected a wall around the destination 
territory and had not given any valid reason for their high- 
handed procedure. 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATED 


The Commission has vacated and set aside outstanding 
orders in docket Nos. 12278; 12423; 12479; 12479, Sub. 1; 12905; 
13563; 13848; 13961; 14010; 14071; 14159; 14473; 14553; 14573; 
14616; 14618; 14641; 14673; 14795; 14847; 14847, Sub. 1; 14902; 
14963 and 15113. Parties were cited to show cause not later 
than November 8, 1938, why the proceedings, decided several 
years ago, should not be vacated and set aside so far as they 
required the continued observance and maintenance of rates, 
ratings, charges, rules, regulations, or practices. 


YOSEMITE VALLEY REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 11481, 
Yosemite Valley Railway Co., reorganization, has approved 
$757.50 as a reasonable maximum limit of allowance of com- 
pensation to be paid to William B. Rodda, counsel for the 
trustee of the debtor, for services rendered from February 1, 
1938, to January 31, 1939. 


c. & E. I.-C. & 0. LOAN REPORT 


A report dealing with a loan made by the Chesapeake & 
Ohio to the Chicago & Eastern Illinois in 1931, as disclosed in 
the Wheeler railroad investigation, has been made to the Sen- 
ate by its interstate commerce committee. The committee 
charges that the making of the loan of $700,000 was concealed 
and that this was accomplished by routing the loan through the 
Midland Bank of Cleveland whose directors were associates of 
the holding company interests controlling the Chesapeake & 
Ohio. Chairman Wheeler said a previous report described how 
the C. & O., controlled by the Allegheny holding company in- 
terests, had secretly and unlawfully acquired control of the 
C. & E. I. in 1930 (see Traffic World, Feb. 18, p. 379). The 
committee said that on the basis of concealment and false state- 
ments relating to the loan, the R. F. C. was induced to make 
a loan to the C. & E. I. It said legislation was urgently needed 
not only requiring subsidiaries to file reports along with the 
railroads which control them, but also giving the I. C. C. power 
to examine the books of banks, stock brokers, and others who 
played important parts in railroad finance. 


G. M. & N.-M. & 0. MERGER 


The Commission has assigned for hearing in Washington, 
April 4, before Examiners Molster and Howard, Finance No. 
12272, application of Gulf, Mobile & Ohio, and Gulf, Mobile & 
Northern for authority to acquire the properties of the Mobile 
& Ohio and merge the properties of the Gulf, Mobile & North- 
ern; and No. 12273, application of the Gulf, Mobile & Ohio and 
the Gulf, Mobile & Northern to issue securities. 


UINTAH ABANDONMENT 


A recommendation that division 4 permit abandonment by 
the Uintah Railway Co. of its entire line from Mack, Colo., to 
Watson, Utah, 63.09 miles, together with branches extending 
from Dragon to Dragon Mine, and from Rainbow Junction to 
Rainbow, in Uintah county, Utah., aggregating a little more 
than 5 miles, has been made by Examiner W. J. Schutrumpf in 
Finance No. 12146. The record, the report said, showed that 
the gilsonite shippers, one of whom owned all the capital stock 
of applicant, had abandoned use of the railroad; that they 
had adopted trucks for hauling their gilsonite from points 
considerably beyond the line as a more economical means of 
transportation to meet competition of other gilsonite operators 
in the territory; that there were no commercial deposits along 
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the line; and that the line had served the purpose for which 
it was built. 


PUBLIC STOCKYARDS HEARING 


The Commission has modified its program in respect of a 
hearing in Ex Parte 127, status of public stockyard companies, 
by switching the section which was to have been held at the 
Fontenelle Hotel, Omaha, Neb., March 20, to the President 
Hotel, Kansas City, Mo., for the same date. The hearing is to 
4 — by Commissioner Splawn and Examiners Carter and 

aden. 

As planned, evidence will be received at the Kansas City 
hearing with respect to the following companies which operate 
public stockyards at the points named: St. Paul Union Stock- 
yard Co., South St. Paul, Minn.; Sioux City Stock Yards Co., 
Sioux City, Ia.; Kansas City Stock Yards Co., Kansas City, 
Mo.; and Union Stock Yards Co. of Omaha, Ltd., Omaha, Neb. 

In connection with the notice of the switch from Omaha 
to Kansas City, the Commission said that the dates and points 


os which further hearings would be held would be announced 
ater. 





NEW MEXICO CENTRAL ABANDONMENT 

Examiner R. Romero in a proposed report in Finance No. 
12191, New Mexico Central Railway Co. et al. abandonment, 
has recommended that division 4 permit abandonment by the 
New Mexico Central, and abandonment of operation by the 
A. T. & S. F., lessee, of part of a line extending from Kennedy 
to Stanley, N. M. However, the examiner recommended that 
public convenience and necessity did not permit abandonment 
of the part of the line from Stanley to Moriarity, N. M. The 
line sought to be abandoned extends approximately 30.63 miles 
from Kennedy to Moriarity. 

Evidence, the examiner said, supported the conclusions that 
the major portion of the traffic handled on the line originated or 
terminated at Stanley; that the traffic furnished by the territory 
beyond Stanley to Kennedy was negligible, that section offer- 
ing no prospects of a substantial increase in freight; that there 
were promising possibilities of development of additional traffic 
in the Rencona district which might be retarded or prevented 
from full development by discontinuance of rail service at 
Stanley; and that abandonment would seriously injure business 
at Stanley and its tributary territory. He said that abandon- 
ment of the part of the line from Stanley to Moriarty was un- 


warranted, notwithstanding the line as a whole had been op- 
erated at a loss. 


FREIGHT FORWARDING PROPOSALS 


The presidents of eastern railroads, according to infor- 
mation that has come to the Commission, are now consider- 
ing proposals by traffic executives as to methods by which the 
railroads may compete with motor carriers and at the same 
time may comply with suggestions and orders of the Commis- 
sion in the Freight Forwarding Investigation case (see Traffic 
World, Feb. 18, p. 369). 

It is understood that the traffic executives when the pro- 
posals went to the presidents were pretty well in agreement 
on proposals to cut less-than-carload rates intended to meet 
the competition of the forwarders and also to meet the criti- 
cism of the Commission with respect to the relations between 
the railroads and the forwarders. As to proposals respecting 
quantity rates to meet truck competition, it is the understand- 
ing that not so much progress has been made. 

While the traffic executives have been working on pro- 
posals with respect to less-than-carload rates and quantity 
rates, it is reported that the tariff force of the Baltimore & 
Ohio has been carrying forward work on tariffs of joint rates 
between that railroad and the Keeshin truck system. Tariff 
work on that proposal has been going on for more than a 
year, and at various times in that year it has been reported 
that the tariff or tariffs was or were about ready for filing. 
So far as the Commission men interested know the time when 
such tariff or tariffs may be filed is still a considerable dis- 
tance in the future. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


Class I railroads in the period February 1-14, inclusive, 
had an average daily surplus of 215,136 cars, as compared with 
218,070 cars in the preceding period, according to the car serv- 
ice division of the Association of American Railroads. It was 
made up as follows: Plain box, 89.440; auto box, 15,512; total 
box, 104,952; flat, 9,482; gondola, 34,840; hopper, 25,026; coal, 
64.866; coke, 474; S. D. stock, 21,391; D. D. stock, 4,007; re- 
frigerator, 8,403; tank, 458 and miscellaneous, 1,103. Canadian 
roads reported a surplus of 16,490, as compared with 16,080 cars 
in the preceding period, made up of 13,450 plain box, 950 auto 
box, 700 flat, 175 gondola, 475 S. D. stock, 150 refrigerator, 
and 590 miscellaneous cars. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 

1939, by West Publishing Co.) 
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LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of Alabama.) In action against railroad 
for damage to freight by flood, instruction that flood was not 
unprecedented if a flood which occurred sixty-five years prior 
thereto was of equal depth was objectionable as placing too 
great a stress on word “unprecedented.” (Louisville & N. R. 
Co. vs. Finlay, 185 So. Rep. 904.) 

The rule exempting carriers from liability if loss results 
from “act of God” is founded on principle that one is not re- 
sponsible for that which could not have been reasonably an- 
ticipated.—Ibid. 

An “act of God” is extraordinary convulsion of nature or 
a direct visitation of elements against which the aids of science 
and skill cannot avail, an accident produced by irresistible 
physical causes, as an extraordinary flood, an unusual mani- 
festation of forces of nature not to be anticipated under normal 
conditions.—Ibid. 

As respects carrier’s liability for damage to freight caused 
by flood, flood need not have been unprecedented in order to 
constitute an “act of God.”—Ibid. 

In action against railroad for damage to freight caused 
by flood, admissibility of testimony that a prior flood was of 
greater depth required showing that conditions were substan- 
tially the same at time of both floods.—Ibid. 

In action against railroad for damages to freight caused 
by flood, where plaintiffs sought to show that flood occurring 
sixty-five years earlier was greater, evidence failed to show 
conditions to be substantially the same at time of both floods, 
and hence testimony concerning earlier flood should have been 
excluded.—Ibid. 

In action against railroad for damages to freight caused 
by flood, evidence was insufficient to raise jury question as to 
railroad’s negligence.—Ibid. 

As respects question whether a party is entitled to affirma- 
tive charge, scintilla rule does not prevail.—lIbid. 





(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas, Galveston.) Duty, if any, 
of carrier to notify shipper of consignee’s nonacceptance of 
shipment did not arise until carrier was advised by consignee 
of such nonacceptance. (Missouri, K. & T. R. Co. vs. Sealy 
Oil Mill & Mfg. Co., 123 S. W. Rep. (2d) 948.) 

Where carrier on May 4 informed shipper that shipment 
had been delivered to consignee on April 30, but on May 3 
consignee had notified shipper that consignee had rejected 
shipment, carrier’s misstatement to shipper did not give ship- 
per a cause of action.—Ibid. 

Where on May 4 carrier informed shipper that shipment 
had been delivered to consignee on April 30, but on May 3 
consignee had wired shipper that consignee was rejecting ship- 
ment but did not notify carrier of rejectment until May 8, 
carrier notifying shipper on May 9 or May 10 of the rejectment 
had not breached duty to shipper.—lIbid. 

If consignee rejects shipment wrongfully, shipper has cause 
of action against consignee and shipper cannot hold carrier for 
resulting damages where carrier does not have anything to do 
with the rejection.—Ibid. 








Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 
(District Court, N. D. Texas, Dallas Division.) Permission 
to amend bills so as to withdraw a constitutional question 
which had been responsible for the assembling of statutory 
three-judge court was denied, since jurisdiction may not be 
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defeated after once tendered and accepted by voluntarily 
abandoning that portion of case which is responsible for the 
jurisdiction. 28 U.S.C.A. sec. 47. (Texas Electric Ry. Co. 
vs. Eastus, 25 Fed. Supp. 825.) 

Statutory three-judge federal District Court had jurisdic- 
tion of subject matter in suits by electric railway against 
United States Attorney and against Collector of Internal 
Revenue for declaratory judgments regarding whether railway 
was subject to the Tax Act or to the Railway Labor Act, for 
determination regarding constitutionality of the acts, and for 
general order of restraint. 28 U.S.C.A. secs. 41(28), 46, 47; 
Jud. Code sec. 274d, 28 U.S.C.A. sec. 400; Act Aug. 29, 1935, 
49 = 974; Railway Labor Act, 45 U.S.C.A. sec. 151 et seq.— 
Ibid. 

Whether an electric railway is or is not an interurban 
electric railway not operating as “part of a general steam 
railroad system” of transportation is initially a question of 
fact, and when a finding on such question has been made by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, in an order, and is 
embodied in an order of the Mediation Board under the 
Railway Labor Act, it involves the determination of a question 
of administrative jurisdiction reviewable by a court in an 
action to enjoin the enforcement of the order. Railway Labor 
Act, 45 U.S.C.A. sec. 151 et seq.—lIbid. 

In proviso of Railway Labor Act which excludes from 
the term carrier any street interurban, or suburban electric 
railway, unless such railway is operating as a “part of a 
general steam-railroad system of transportation,” the quoted 
phrase does not mean that in order to be a part of such a 
system of transportation there must be some stock or economic 
connection or ownership, but rather that the connection must 
be physical. Railway Labor Act, sec. 1, as amended, 45 
U.S.C.A, sec. 151.—Ibid. 

The scope of a judicial review of a finding of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is whether the Commission acted 
within its authority.—Ibid. 

Evidence sustained determination of Interstate Commerce 
Commission that electric railway was operated as a “part 
of a general steam-railroad system of transportation” and 
was, therefore, subject to Railway Labor Act and the Tax 
Act requiring payment of excite tax on compensation paid 
its employees. Railway Labor Act, 45 U.S.C.A. sec. 151 et 
seq; Act Aug. 29, 1935, 49 Stat. 974.—Ibid. 

Where Interstate Commerce Commission acts within a 
field committed to it by Congress, its determination is binding 
in absence of an arbitrary or capricious conclusion.—Ibid. 

What happens in committee at time passage of an act 
is frequently helpful in construction thereof.—lIbid. 

The 1934 amendment to the Railway Labor Act giving 
Interstate Commerce Commission authority to determine after 
hearing whether any line operated by electric power falls within 
terms of proviso which excludes such lines from operation of 
act did not fix the process by which that question should be 
determined, but left it to the Commission, provided only that 
the determination must be reasonable. Railway Labor Act, 45 
U. S. C. A. sec. 151 et seq.—lIbid. 


The alleged fact that application of Railway Labor Act 
and the Tax Act, requiring employer to pay an excise of 3% 
per cent of compensation paid its employees to an electric rail- 
way, would destroy it and put it out of business, would not 
justify court in granting an injunction against the enforcement 
of the acts. Railways Labor Act, 45 U. S. C. A. sec. 151 et 
seq.; Act Aug. 29, 1935, 49 Stat. 974.—Ibid. 


The power of Congress over interstate commerce extends 
to such regulations of the relation of rail carriers to their 
employees as are reasonably calculated to prevent the inter- 


ruption of interstate commerce by strikes and their attendant 
disorders.—Ibid. 


The provisions of the Railway Labor Act prohibiting com- 
pany unions and imposing on railway the duty of treating with 
the authorized representative of its employees for the purpose 
of negotiating a labor dispute do not infringe the rights of rail- 
ways under due process clause of Fifth Amendment. Railway 
Labor Act, 45 U. S. C. A. see. 151 et seq.; U.S. C. A. Const. 
Amend. 5.—Ibid. 





(Court of Appeals of Ohio, Hamilton County). Where 
consignor named in straight bills of lading directed that de- 
livery be not made without payment of freight, and cars were 
reconsigned while in transit by consignee, freight charges to 
follow cars, carrier could collect charges from consignee where 
unable to collect from one to whom cars were delivered. 
(Pennsylvania R. Co. vs. United Collieries, Inc., 18 N. E. Rep. 
(2d) 1000. 

If a transferee desires to restrict his liability for freight 
and confine carrier to the ultimate receiver of shipment, it must 
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be accomplished by contract with the carrier at the time of 
the transfer of the bill of lading.—Ibid. 

One who receives or exercises dominion over goods by 
ordering a reconsignment, in the absence of some further 
element which clearly destroys the presumption of ownership 
or contract thereby established, is responsible for freight 
charges accruing up to the time of such receipt or reconsign- 
ment order.—Ibid. 

That carrier delivered cars to ultimate consignee without 
collecting freight did not estop carrier from collecting from 
intermediate consignee who had reconsigned cars while in 
transit with statement that freight charges were to follow 
cars.—Ibid. 





(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas. Austin). The power of 
state to deny use of highways to interstate motor carriers for 
hire on ground that proposed operations would subject high- 
ways named in application for certificate to excessive burden or 
interfere with ordinary use by the public, includes as an 
incident thereto the power to prescribe reasonable regulations 
to determine whether proposed additional burden is excessive 
in the named respects. Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St. art. 911b. 
(Winton vs. Thompson, 123 S. W. Rep. (2d) 951). 

The construction placed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States upon an act of Congress is binding alike upon 
state and federal courts.—Ibid. 

The Federal Motor Carrier Act does not deprive a State 
Railroad Commission of jurisdiction to determine whether 
safety of the traveling public and preservation of its own prop- 
erty in its highways will permit any additional burdens of 
commerce over such highways, irrespective of whether such 
burdens result from interstate or intrastate commerce thereon. 
Vernon’s Ann. Civ. St. art. 911b; Federal Motor Carrier Act 
1935, sec. 206, 49 U. S. C. A. sec. 306.—Ibid. 





ELKINS ACT FINES 


Fines aggregating $7,500 have been imposed on A. W. 
Boone, a grain dealer at Memphis, Tenn., in the federal court 
for the western district of Tennessee on a finding of guilty 
made by a jury on an indictment accusing Boone of violations 
of section 1 of the Elkins act, according to a statement by 
Secretary Bartel. The indictment was in six counts and Dis- 
trict Judge Martin imposed a fine of $1,250 on each of them. 

The defendant was charged, said the statement, with hav- 
ing obtained concessions with respect to carload shipments 
of bulk corn consigned to several destinations in the Mis- 
Sissippi valley, the corn having been transported by the gov- 
ernment’s barge line from Chicago to Memphis, and thence 
by rail to the final destinations. The statement said the evi- 
dence showed that Boone had falsely represented the shipments 
of corn to have been loaded out of his warehouse in Memphis 
and for that reason entitled to the proportional transit rates, 
when in fact the corn had been transferred from barge to 
railroad cars and thereafter shipped by rail direct to final des- 
tinations without having been passed through the transit house. 


LAND GRANT LITIGATION 


The Supreme Court of the United States will review a 
dispute between the government and the Southern Pacific 
over the amount of deduction that should be made under the 
land-grant acts for transportation between Portland, Ore., 
and San Francisco, Calif., having granted a writ of certiorari 
4 the Court of Claims in No. 613, Southern Pacific vs. United 

ates. 

The question presented by the case, according to the 
government’s brief opposing review of the decision of the 
Court of Claims, which was against the carrier, is: Where 
a company having a through line of railway between two 
points which is subject to land-grant deductions, establishes 
an alternate through route by combining parts of the old 
land-grant line with new lieu lines constructed without land- 
grant aid, should the government’s land-grant deduction from 
the rate for through shipments be based on the land-grant 
mileage in the original line, or, as petitioner (the Southern 
Pacific) contends, on land-grant mileage actually used in the 
new alternate route? 





AIRLINES ROUTE OPERATIONS 

Examiners Leasure and Brown, of the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority, have recommended denial of an application of 
Braniff Airways, Inc., for a certificate to engage in the trans- 
portation of mail, passengers and property between Wichita, 
Kan., and Pueblo, Colo. The examiners recommended that the 
certificate be issued to Continental Air Lines, Inc., for opera- 
tion over that route. The examiners said that from the stand- 
point of Continental’s present operations the new route was an 
alternate route from Denver to the south and if awarded to 
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Braniff might divert traffic from Continental to such an ex- 
tent as seriously to impair its revenues. On the other hand, 
they said the proposed Wichita-Pueblo route would act as a 
feeder to Braniff’s system regardless of which applicant was 
the operator. 

“Another factor which must not be lost sight of is the 
fact that the addition of this route to Continental’s present 
operations wiil amount to almost doubling its route mileage, 
thus permitting a spread of its overhead expenses to a much 
greater extent than would be possible on Braniff’s operations,” 
said the examiners. “Such an addition should increase the 
economy of operations now conducted by Continental.” 


YANKEE CLIPPER CHRISTENED 


Another step toward establishment of trans-Atlantic air 
service was taken March 3 when Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt at 
the U. S. Naval Air Station in Washington christened the Pan- 
American Airways Yankee Clipper, the huge airplane which 
is to be placed in that service. Chairman Noble, of the Civil 
Aeronautics Authority, and Postmaster General Farley spoke 
at the ceremonies. It is proposed to put the Yankee Clipper 
and three other flying boats in the regular trans-Atlantic pas- 
senger, mail and express service this summer. 


MID-CONTINENT AIRLINES OPERATIONS 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has issued a certificate 
to Mid-Continent Airlines, Inc., authorizing it to engage in the 
air transportation of passengers, property and mail between 
Tulsa, Okla., and Huron, S. D. The certificate is subject to the 
terms, conditions and limitations of the regulation which re- 
quires that separate proceedings must be held before the 
Authority if at any time the air line wishes to deviate substan- 
tially from the existing routes set forth in the certificate, 
through non-stop service or otherwise. 


RAILROAD REORGANIZATIONS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Hearings were completed March 6 on the Chandler bill, 
H. R. 3704, permitting railroads to work out arrangements 
providing for postponement of payment of obligations and in- 
terest charges without resorting to reorganization under the 
federal bankruptcy act, before the House judiciary subcommit- 
tee, March 6 (see Traffic World, March 4, p. 490, and Feb. 11, 
p. 323). Witnesses heard included Representative Van Zandt, 
of Pennsylvania; Frank L. Mulholland, counsel for the Railway 
Labor Executives’ Association; A. B. Barbour, manager of the 
transportation department of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States; J. D. Shatford, chairman of the Railroad Owners 
Association; Leslie Craven, for railroad security owners; Fred 
N. Oliver, for mutual savings banks; Stanley R. Jacobs, for 
investors; Thomas Tarleau, of the U. S. Treasury; R. V. 
Fletcher, general counsel of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, and H. W. Anderson, one of the receivers of the Sea- 
board Air Line but appearing in a personal capacity. 

In a letter to Chairman Sumners, of the committee, Jesse 
Jones, chairman of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, 
said he thought the bill would be helpful to some railroads 
which are having difficulty earning their fixed charges. It 
seemed to him, said he, that where as many as two-thirds of 
all security holders and a majority of every class agreed on a 
modification and rearrangement of capital structure of a rail- 
road, there should be a legal way of making it effective. The 
only objection he saw to the bill was that it provided for sub- 
stantially larger percentages than those specified by him. 

The testimony, with exception as to amendments offered, 
was in favor of passage of the bill. Mr. Craven urged that 
the bill be amended to take out railroads in receivership. He 
did not think they should be permitted to take advantage of 
the bill. The roads in equity receivership, said he, were the 
first to fall in the depression and were the worst off. He did 
not think it was possible to reorganize such railroads under 
the provisions of the bill. He believed the bill should be used 
to help roads in temporary difficulty and not in need of finan- 
cial reorganization under the bankruptcy act. If used for that 
purpose, he said, those he represented were in sympathy with 
the measure. He also urged that the bill be passed with a time 
limit of existence of five years but said on being questioned 
he would not oppose the bill if that amendment were not 
adopted. 

Mr. Fletcher said if the bill was a good one it should be 
permitted to be in effect indefinitely. If it proved to be bad, 
it could be repealed, he argued. Mr. Anderson did not regard 
the bill as a stop-gap measure in any sense, he said. If a car- 
rier could not work out its problems under the bill, then it 
could go into reorganization under section 77 of the bankruptcy 
act. 
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Rumors that members of the Association of American 
Railroads were in disagreement with respect to major pro- 
visions of the legislative recommendations of the President’s 
committee of six could not be confirmed at the offices of the 
association this week except that it was said that the Chicago, 
Rock Island, and Pacific was understood to be opposed to the 
reorganization court proposed by the committee. 

The report of the committee of six was approved at a 
meeting of the board of directors of the association December 
30, and R. V. Fletcher, general counsel of the association, 
was instructed to cooperate with counsel for the railroad labor 
members of the committee of six in preparation of a bill 
giving effect to the recommendations. The recommendations 
have not been submitted to a member meeting of the carriers. 
The committee-of-six bill has been printed as a “committee” 
print by the House committee on interstate and foreign com- 
merce. 

According to reports in circulation some of the members 
of the association object to the reorganization recommenda- 
el ae also to the proposal for creation of a transportation 

oard. 

Another objection said to have been made to the com- 
mittee recommendations was that there was nothing in them 
with reference to amendment of the railway labor act as 
provided in the railroad program approved by the Association 
of American Railroads. After the board of directors of the 
A. A. R. had approved the report of the committee of six, it 
was stated that the association also would urge adoption of 
the railroad program. 

Criticism has been made of the proposed rewriting of the 
interstate commerce act, with additions and omissions to fit the 
recommendations of the committee of six, by counsel for that 
committee. The National Industrial Traffic League condemned 
that move in its recent special meeting. Members of the 
House committee on interstate and foreign commerce are 
known to feel that it would have been better if the proposal 
to rewrite the act had not been made. The bill reported by 
the committee, it is said, will be written under the supervision 
of the committee. 

There is nothing in the present situation indicating what 
legislation may be enacted. The move for regulation of all 
agencies by the Commission will face substantial opposition 
from shippers, as was indicated by the vote of the National 
Industrial Traffic League against further regulation of water 
carriers. The air industry has expressed itself in opposition 
to being placed under the Commission—it wants to go on 
under the Civil Aeronautics Authority. Many water carriers 
prefer regulation by the Maritime Commission rather than 
by the Commission. 

There is also substantial difference of opinion on proposed 
reorganization of the Commission, a new rule of rate-making, 
and the creation of a transportation board or an administrator 
for the purpose of compelling or speeding up elimination of 
waste in railroad operations. 


Chairman Lea figures that the hearings before his com- 
mittee will continue for about three weeks. The Senate 
interstate commerce committee has done nothing on proposed 
major legislation thus far, one reason being that Chairman 
Wheeler was asked to “hold off” until the House committee 
had made some progress. 


Resolutions adopted by the Mississippi Valley Association 
at its twentieth annual convention at St. Louis, November 22, 
1938 (see Traffic World, Nov. 26. p. 1119), in which, among other 
things, the association opposed regulation of port-to-port water 
rates and repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause of the in- 
terstate commerce act, were submitted to the House committee 
on interstate and foreign commerce March 7 by C. E. Childe, 
chairman of the transportation committee of the association. 

Federal regulation of inland waterway rates was not 
wanted, said Mr. Childe, 


Representative Martin, of Colorado, advocate of repeal of 
the long-and-short-haul clause, asked how much a deficit had 
resulted from the government’s barge line operations, saying 
that testimony that there was a very large deficit had been 
given in the hearings on the Pettengill bill. 

Mr. Childe said the government barge line was not in the 
“red,” and had not been for some years; that last year it 
“made” about a million dollars. There was a dispute about 
the corporation’s bookkeeping, but there was no question about 
it having a “profit,” said he. He had read an article by 
former Commissioner Woodlock in the Traffic World, said he, 
protesting because the Federal Barge Line had accumulated a 
surplus of several million dollars and asserting the barge line 
had no right to hold out its profits from the public treasury. 
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Mr. Childe said the corporation had accumulated a surplus over 
its capital. 

Chairman Lea said Major General Ashburn, head of the 
government barge line, would testify later, and Mr. Martin 
said the committee should go into the question of whether there 
was a profit. 

It was a fact, said Mr. Childe, that the government barge 
line had been made a “sort of whipping boy,” a “horrible ex- 
ample of a government subsidized operation,” but that the 
facts were quite to the contrary. 

Congressman Martin remarked that there wouldn’t be 
any water transportation if the government had not subsi- 
dized it—water transportation had always been subsidized in 
one way or another. If he meant the expenditure of federal 
money on waterways, that was true, said Mr. Childe. The fact 
was, he continued, that water transportation was inherently the 
cheapest form of transportation—that operating costs were 
lower. It was true, he added, that the low cost was due in 
part to the fact that the government provided navigable chan- 
nels. He contended, in effect, that if it was proper to use fed- 
eral money to provide harbors at ocean ports and harbors and 
channels in the Great Lakes, it was likewise proper to make 
the same facilities available at public expense on the inland 
waterways. Some contended, however, he said, that the latter 
was all wrong. River commerce was entitled to the same 
treatment as lake and deep water commerce, he said. 

Mr. Martin indicated he thought the government was wast- 
ing money on improving the Missouri River, but Mr. Childe 
said the people would get their money back a thousand fold. 
The congressman remarked that that would be a lot of money 
and Mr. Childe agreed, adding that some of it would accrue 
to Mr. Martin’s state of Colorado. 

The Mississippi Valley Association was opposed to the Lea 
bill provisions giving the Commission power to regulate water 
carriers, said Mr. Childe. Such regulation was not needed nor 
wanted, said he. Such regulation would not help the railroads 
which he said wanted it to kill off water transportation. 


Mr. Childe presented for inspection by the committee the 
map of the United States used by him before the Senate com- 
mittee last week to show the concentration of population in 
the United States in a few areas, and developed his views in 
that connection as he did before the Senate committee. 

Representative Hinshaw, of California, said he was amazed 
to observe that manufacturing had not followed development 
of inland waterways, but Mr. Childe said it had started to 
grow—that the improvement of the waterways was just be- 
ginning to have an effect. That was one reason why the asso- 
ciation opposed regulation of the water carriers, he added. 

Mr. Hinshaw wanted to know why the government did not 
provide the railroads with tracks and maintenance as it did 
for the water carriers. Mr. Childe said it had never adopted 
that policy. He said the railroads had exclusive rights of way 
and were privately owned while the waterways were publicly 
owned and open to all. 


Fourth section rate situations were discussed by Repre- 
sentative Martin and Mr. Childe, the latter contending that 
to repeal the fourth section would only make matters worse 
for the interior part of the country, such as Colorado, because 
the railroads would make lower rates to the water competitive 
points where rates already were low and that commerce would 
be concentrated more and more at the water points while 
the interior would be at a greater disadvantage than ever be- 
fore. Mr. Childe argued that what the railroads serving the 
interior should do was to make lower rates and permit the 
interior to develop and increase its population which then 
would make business for the railroads. The interior, he said, 
would benefit by joint rail-and-water rates. 


Mr. Martin remarked that everything was furnished the 
boats and trucks—all one needed was a boat or a truck to go 
into the transportation business. 


Mr. Childe insisted that the remedy was not to make 
water rates high as he implied would be the result if the rates 
were regulated. As it was, said he, the man in the interior 
“gets soaked on prices and rates and the railroads go broke.” 
The freight rate system of the railroads, said he, was driving 
the people to the coasts. 

Coming back to the Missouri River improvement, Mr. Mar- 
tin said, in effect, none could convince him that any good would 
come from that. Mr. Childe told him he was looking through 
“railroad glasses.’”” Nature would keep the Missouri unfinished, 
said the congressman, but Mr. Childe said the engineers would 
complete it. 

Representative Boren, of Oklahoma, remarked that water 
carriers paid no tax such as highway carriers had to pay on 
gasoline. 

Views of the National Grange on proposed transportation 
legislation were submitted to the committee March 8 by Fred 
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Brenckman, Washington representative of the Grange. Re- 
ferring to the recommendations of the committee of six, he said 
the Grange did not believe that the best interests of the coun- 
try as a whole would be served by imposing uniform regulation 
on all modes of transportation. He said the Grange was op- 
posed to repeal of the long-and-short-haul clause. He said the 
Grange was in hearty sympathy with the idea that proper steps 
should be taken at this session of Congress to rehabilitate the 
railroads, but it did not want any action that would unneces- 
sarily handicap motor transportation or water transportation. 


Chairman Lea, of the house committee, introduced the com- 
mittee-of-six bill which was given the number of H. R. 4862. 
Changes in the text of the bill as published as a committee 
print were made in the bill introduced by Mr. Lea, the 
original draft having been checked by members of the staff of 
the Commission and some changes in wording made. 


Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate committee, said he was 
prepared to introduce a bill providing for regulation of all 
agencies of transportation by the Commission and for the crea- 
tion of a transportation board which would function as a study 
agency. The bill, he said, would cover other matters, but it 
was indicated it would not be similar in all respects to the 
Lea bill. 


An analysis of the original draft of the committee-of-six bill, 
made by E. M. Reidy, of the legal staff of the Commission, 
was submitted to Chairman Wheeler. This largely had to do 
with differences in the present law and in the proposed law. 


Some Democratic leaders in the House privately expressed 
doubt that a general transportation bill could be passed at 
this session because of the conflicting views on major issues. 
Chairman Lea, however, said he still hoped to obtain enact- 
ment of a general bill. Representative Halleck, of Indiana, a 
member of the House committee, said he had told Mr. Lea 
that the time was too short to hope that a general bill could 
be passed. He suggested that the committee concentrate only 
on those things which might help to stabilize the railroad 
industry and tide it over “through the emergency.” 


Provisions in the Lea and committee-of-six bills providing 
for regulation of inland water carriers were opposed at the 
hearing March 9 by Harry A. Feltus, of the Upper Mississippi 
Waterways Association, Minneapolis, Minn., and O. S. Barrett, 
vice-president of the Barrett Line, Inc., operating on the Mis- 
sissippi River system, and president of the Mississippi River 
System Carriers. Mr. Barrett said he spoke for the members 
of the latter organization, except the Mississippi Valley Barge 
Line Company, and that the government barge line was not a 
member of the organization. 


Mr. Feltus argued that regulation would increase the 
rates of water carriers. He said it would be a better policy 
to prohibit the railroads from meeting water competition at 
any point. Regulation, he contended, was sought to raise rates 
of the water lines to turn back business to the rail lines. 

When Chairman Lea indicated a difference of view on that 
point, Mr. Feltus said if that was not the result of regulation, 
the railroads would not benefit because the traffic would stay 
on the water lines. 

Mr. Feltus did not agree with the chairman in the view 
that regulation was needed to preserve the economic advantages 
of each mode of transportation. He finally said he would favor 
removing regulation from the rail and motor lines, except that 
needed to prevent discrimination and rebating. 

“We are here fighting for our continued existence,” said 
Mr. Barrett. 


The railroads wanted regulation of the water lines so they 
could harass them, he said. 


Mr. Barrett opposed the levying of tolls for commercial 
use of inland waterways as proposed in the committee-of-six 
bill. The waterways had been paid for and imposition of tolls 
would make the people pay again for what they had already 
paid, he contended. 

Chairman Lea submitted a letter from Major General J. 
L. Schley, chief of engineers, taking exception to remarks of 
R. V. Fletcher, of the Association of American Railroads, made 
with reference to the army engineers’ report recommending 
construction of a canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio River, which 
he indicated had implied that the report recommended con- 
struction of the canal at public expense for the purpose of re- 
ducing rail freight rates. 

“My report most emphatically does not recommend the 
construction of the canal at public expense for the purpose 
of reducing rail freight rates, as stated by the witness,” said 
general Schley. 

The general said that the matter had been approached from 
the standpoint of whether existing carriers could profitably 
transport bulk commodities at rates at which these commodi- 
ties could be moved by water, taking into consideration full 
expense for improvement and maintenance. The report sought 
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to avoid useless expenditure of public funds by recommending 
that it be ascertained whether the existing carriers could re- 
duce their rates before the canal was constructed and not after 
as had been the custom. 


SHORT LINES ON LEGISLATION 


The American Short Line Railroad Association has issued 
a pamphlet containing the federal legislative program it favors 
as well as proposed legislation it does not favor. 

At the top of the list of things favored is the granting of 
power to the Commission to require the establishment and 
maintenance of through rail routes found by it to be necessary 
or desirable in the public interest. 

Next it would have section 204 (a) of the transportation 
act amended so as to define the phrase “deficit in railway op- 
erating income” to mean a deficiency or decrease in the car- 
rier’s railway operating income for that portion (as a whole) 
of the period of federal control during which it operated its 
own railroad as compared with its average railway operating 
income for the corresponding portions of the test period. This 
relates to claims of short lines for reimbursement of deficits. 

Repeal of the land-grant statutes is favored. 

Repeal of section 15a and substitution therefor of a rate- 
making rule applicable to all modes of transportation under 
the jurisdiction of the Commission are favored. The proposed 
rule is similar to that proposed by the railroads and the com- 
mittee of six. 

The association also favors amendment of the interstate 
commerce act to require proof of actual damage in all repara- 
tion cases; limitation of interest allowances thereon to 4 per 
cent and to provide a statute of limitation, applicable to all 
reparation claims, of two years. 

Repeal of the requirement that the Commission prepare a 
plan for the consolidation of the railroads into a limited num- 
ber of systems and substitution therefor of provisions permit- 
ting the consolidation of railroads along natural lines, subject 
to the approval of the Commission on a finding that such con- 
solidations are not contrary to the public interest are favored. 


Labor Act Amendments 


The association favors amendment of the railway labor 
act so as to provide for representatives of the public on each 
of the divisions of the National Railroad Board of Adjustment 
in order that management, labor and the public shall be 
equally represented, and to eliminate the present deadlocking 
of cases which require the appointment of special referees. 

It also favors amendment of the railway labor act so as to 
provide for judicial review of the decisions of the divisions of 
the National Railroad Board of Adjustment, and to limit the 
time within which cases may be filed with the board. 

It favors repeal of the undistributed profits tax, the dis- 
continuance of subsidies to and the equalization of the tax bur- 
den on all forms of transportation, and relief from financial 
burdens incident to the elimination of highway-grade crossings. 

Legislation opposed by the association follows: 


Any legislation which would increase the expense of operation of 
the railroads without accompanying improvement in service available 
to the public or the enhancement of safety; any legislation which would 
impair the efficiency or independence of the Commission; any postali- 
zation of rates or fares with attendant guarantees by the government; 
compulsory consolidation of railroads; establishment of a federal trans- 
portation authority; establishment of special courts with jurisdiction 
over railroad reorganizations; appearance of government department 
counsel in rate cases before the Commission, and exclusion of trans- 
portation agencies from the operation of the Sherman anti-trust act. 


“The legislative program of the association,” it says, “is 
based upon two fundamental concepts: 

“1. Private ownership and operation of the nation’s rail- 
roads. 

“2. Equality of regulation and equality of opportunity 
for service of all competitive forms of transportation.” 


I. C. SUBCOMMITTEES 


Chairman Lea, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce, has appointed a “miscellaneous subcom- 
mittee” to which he referred H. R. 3400, the through routes 
bill, and H. R. 4077, a bill providing for reimbursement of state 
commissioners for expenses incurred while cooperating with 
the Commission. The chairman is Representative Bulwinkle, 
of North Carolina. 

Representative Pearson, of Tennessee, heads a subcom- 
mittee to which has been referred S. 25, a bill providing for 
motor operators having licenses, and S. 167, amending the 
motor act to exempt from regulation associations of agricul- 
tural cooperatives. 

Representative Martin, of Colorado, is chairman of a sub- 
committee to which H. R. 1792, providing for a federal travel 
bureau, has been referred. 
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SECTIONAL RATE COMPLAINTS 
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Hearings before the interstate commerce committees of 
Congress on bills and resolutions proposing that Congress do 
something about sectional freight rate complaints were con- 
cluded March 3 with indications that, at the most, the outcome 
might be a recommendation that Congress adopt a resolution 
directing the Commission to investigate the complaints. 

There was substantial opinion that nothing would be done 
by the legislative body—this being based on the premise that 
those who had sponsored the bills and resolutions had accom- 
plished their purpose—an airing on their views before the 
representatives of the “boss” of the Commission to the end 
that the Commission might give more specific attention to 
the situations dealt with than it was alleged it had done. 

Opinion was virtually unanimous that Congress certainly 
would not enact a rate-making rule as a few of the witnesses 
advocated in the hearings. The great majority of the witnesses 
—even those who said they had rate situations in need of cor- 
rection—urged the committees to let the Commission deal with 
the problem without rate-making instructions from Congress. 

Remarks made by Chairman Lea, of the House committee 
on interstate and foreign commerce, after the hearings before 
that committee had been concluded, were regarded as signifi- 
cant. They were to the effect that the hearings had accom- 
plished the purpose of directing attention to the alleged dis- 
criminations and that he was certain the Commission would 
take any action that was necessary. Another indication of the 
attitude of the house committee was revealed by Representa- 
tive South, of Texas, who by questions indicated sympathy with 
the view that something should be done to correct discrimina- 
tions, when he said just before the hearings were closed that 
“no member of this committee had introduced a bill to take 
this out of the hands of the Commission.” Previously, Repre- 
sentative Bulwinkle, of North Carolina, expressed his opinion 
that nothing would be done by the committee. Before the Sen- 
ate committee, Senator Hill, chairman of the subcommittee 
which held the hearing, said substantial objection had been 
made to enactment of rate-making bills such as S. 158, intro- 
duced by him. 

President Roosevelt was reported to have said at a press 
conference at Charleston, S. C., that the south remained eco- 
nomic problem No. 1 of the nation but that even if the rail- 
road freight problem were solved, it would not prove an eco- 
nomic cure-all. 

The final day of hearings before the committees was pro- 
ductive of testimony protesting against congressional rate-mak- 
ing and urging that the matter of readjusting freight rates be 
left to the Commission under existing law—the witnesses rec- 
ognizing that their statements were along lines of that given 
by many other witnesses. 

The witnesses who appeared before the house committee 
were Representative Van Zandt, of Pennsylvania; Parker Mc- 
Collester, special assistant to the Attorney General of New 
York in rate matters, who appeared for the state of New York, 
the Chamber of Commerce of the state of New York, the Port 
of New York Authority, the Merchants Association of New 
York, the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, the Queensborough 
Chamber of Commerce, the Maritime Association of the Port 
of New York, the Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York, 
the Rochester Chamber of Commerce, and the Elmira Chamber 
of Commerce; Charles R. Seal, director of the Baltimore As- 
sociation of Commerce; Samuel H. Winslow, manager of the 
transportation bureau of the Philadelphia Chamber of Com- 
merce; and Joseph G. Kerr, chairman of the Southern Freight 
Association. J. M. Souby, of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, said statements would be filed by L. E. Kipp, agent of 
the Western Trunk Line committee; C. R. Maier, member of 
the standing rate committee of the Southwestern Freight Bu- 
reau; H. N. Roberts, chairman of the Texas-Louisiana Freight 
Bureau; and J. P. Harrington, member of the auxiliary commit- 
tee of the New England Freight Association. With the excep- 
tion of Representative Van Zandt the witnesses named also ap- 
peared before the Senate committee. 


Little’s Suggestions 


In a statement filed with the House committee J. A. Little, 
director of transportation of the Nebraska State Railway Com- 
mission, said that, in his opinion, no lasting solution of the 
transportation problem could be found without the earnest and 
whole hearted cooperation of all carriers, shippers and regula- 
tory bodies. 

“A uniform classification throughout the United States, 
simplified tariffs and more uniform rate levels would go far to 
insure such cooperation,” said he, adding: 


The annual reports of the Interstate Commerce Commission to Con- 
gress show that the increased gross and net revenues needed by com- 
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mon carriers by rail and truck cannot be secured from flat percentage 
increases in rates. 


It should be possible to study the rates and revenues accruing from 
transportation of the principal classes of traffic for various hauls and to 
determine what items of traffic are not paying adequate rates. Such a 
study would undoubtedly show instances where reductions as well as 


increases in rates ought to be made in fairness to the shippers and car- 
riers affected. 


The Hoch-Smith resolution might have been construed to secure 
such results but there was little, if any, real cooperation among ship- 


pers and carriers looking toward the production and consideration of 
traffic studies and operating analyses. 


The burden of such a task should not be cast upon either the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, the carriers or shippers alone. I sug- 
gest the appointment of a mixed commission of trained traffic men and 
statisticians drawn equally from the regulatory commissions, the ship- 
pers and carriers to assume the obligation of studying the freight rate 
problem to formulate a plan for securing uniform classification, more 


uniform rate levels, tariff simplification and adequate rates and rev- 
enues. 


Provision should be made for public hearings before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and cooperating state commissions to determine 


if and when or to what extent such recommendations should be made 
effective. 


Before the Senate committee, in addition to those who had 
appeared the same day before the House committee, the wit- 
nesses were Willard McIntyre, deputy attorney general of 
Michigan; H. A. Hollopeter, traffic director of the Indiana State 
Chamber of Commerce, who appeared for that organization, 
and the governor of Indiana, the Illinois Traffic League, and 
others in Wisconsin, Michigan and Ohio; and P. H. Johansen, 
of the North Carolina Traffic League. 


One of the points ade by Mr. McCollester was that passage 
of the bills would cause a serious dislocation of industry that 
would be disastrous and that certainly such a move should not 
be made in times such as confronted the country now. Mr. 
Seal opposed any rate-making legislation and also the adoption 
of a resolution directing that an investigation be made by the 
Commission. 


Mr. Kerr, whose time before both committees was taken 
up chiefly in answering questions of members, generally took 
the position that many misleading statements had been made 
about the rate situation in the south, that the southern carriers 
were anxious to do everything they could to move the com- 
merce of the south and that they had done a great deal in co- 
operation with southern producers and manufacturers, that 
revenue needs of the southern carriers had to be taken into 
consideration in making rates, that the southern carriers were 
at a disadvantage compared with the northern lines because 
the density of traffic was so much less in the south than in the 
north; that on many raw materials the south had low rates 
and that the carriers were willing to work for rates needed by 
southern manufacturers to compete in other markets; that the 
Commission had been narrowing the differentials between the 
south and official territory and that they were not as great 
now as they were twenty-five years ago; and that the south 
was developing substantially along industrial lines. He con- 
fined his testimony to the area, generally speaking, east of the 
Mississippi and south of the Ohio and Potomac rivers. 


Government May Fix Things 


In closing the Senate hearing, Senator Hill intimated that 
unless something were done to meet complaints about the rate 
structure, government ownership and operation of railroads 
might result. The railroads had opposed creation of the Com- 
mission, yet it was established, said he. Bankers had opposed 
passage of the federal reserve act, he continued. Insurance 
of bank deposits was opposed, said he, and utilities opposed 
government ownership of Muscle Shoals, but those things had 
come about because the people ‘must be served.” Unless the 
railroads could find a solution to the problem confronting them, 
he feared, he indicated, they might get something radical be- 
cause rates were going to be put on a fair and reasonable basis. 

In the discussion Mr. Kerr said what was needed funda- 
mentally was equality of treatment of the various agencies of 
transportation, contending that neither the trucks nor the water 
lines paid their way as the railroads were required to do. 

Senator Stewart, of Tennessee, asked Mr. Kerr whether the 
railroads could not get together and offer a solution of the 
rate problem. There was no hard and fast rule the railroads 
could follow, said Mr. Kerr. The railroads had been work- 
ing along lines that had been reasonably successful in the 
matter of rates, he believed. He indicated he felt they had 
“gone the limit” in making reductions in rates to meet compe- 
tition when he was asked if they could not make further re- 
ductions by Senator Andrews, of Florida. 


Though the Hill subcommittee had concluded its public 
hearings, the sectional rate complaints were discussed at a 
meeting March 7 held by the subcommittee with Senators Mc- 
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Kellar, of Tennessee; Miller, of Arkansas; Lee, of Oklahoma, 
and Representative Ramspeck, of Georgia. Congressional action 
was urged. 

Asked whether he thought there would be congressional 
action, Senator Hill said his guess was that there would be. 
He added it would be a long time before there would be any 
railroad legislation “if they don’t do something about this.” 
As long as there was unlimited debate in the Senate, he thought 
that would be so. There could not be constructive action on 
transportation legislation, said he, until the matter of dis- 
criminatory freight rates had been dealt with. 

Elliott Roosevelt, son of the President, in a radio address 
from Fort Worth, Tex., criticized the Commission for the way 
it regulated freight rates and said unless something was done 
about the rate discrimination in the south at this session of Con- 
gress the people of Texas would consider the lack of facing 
the problem a black mark against the ledger of the present 
Administration as well as the Commission. 

Representative M. J. Kennedy, of New York, wrote Governor 
Lehman, of New York, supporting the position taken by New 
York in the southern governors’ case and charging that L. W. 
(Chip) Roberts, Jr., secretary of the Democratic national com- 
mittee and executive director of the southeastern governors’ 
conference, was lobbying in behalf of the sectional rate com- 
plaint bills. He said he deplored the fact that “as a high party 
official he has taken such an active part in a question so 
manifestly unfair to the state of New York.” Mr. Robert re- 
torted to the effect that he had been fighting freight rate dis- 
criminations against the south and west for twenty-three years 
and raised question about what Mr. Kennedy had done to 
lower freight rates of his constituents. 

Mr. Robert said he had talked freight rates constantly 
since 1916 with everyone who would listen. 

“T talked to Mr. Roosevelt before he was governor of New 
York, when he was governor of New York, and many times 
since he has been President of the United States,” said he. “He 
is probably much more conversant with this highly important 
national subject than Mr. Kennedy, and he has several times 
strongly advocated a fair and equitable freight rate structure 
for all sections of the country, and has‘particularly pointed this 
out as a matter to be corrected in helping to alleviate the 
problems of the south.” 

Senator Hill and Representative Ramspeck are collaborat- 
ing on a bill which would direct the Commission to take action 
looking to some leveling of rate differentials between rate ter- 
ritories, according to Senator Hill. He said it was not intended 
to restrict the Commission in its regulatory power over rates. 
He said the proposal would be placed by him before the sub- 
— which held the hearings on the sectional rate com- 
plaints. 

Representative Andrews, of New York, had published in the 
Congressional Record of March 6 a letter from Governor Leh- 
man, of New York, opposing the regional rate complaint bills. 

Senator Wagner, of New York, submitted in the Senate a 
resolution adopted by the Jamestown (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, against two of the bills, H. R. 188 and S. 158. 

Resolutions of the Senate and House of the Maryland legis- 
lature opposing the bills have been submitted to Congress. 

Representative M. J. Kennedy, of New York, wrote Presi- 
dent Roosevelt criticizing “lobbying” activities of Mr. Robert 
in connection with the pending bills. He took the position that 
Mr. Robert as secretary of the Democratic national committee 
should not engage in such activities. 

Senator Pepper, of Florida, has introduced a Senate Reso- 
lution, No. 99, requesting the Commission to make a study 
of and give consideration to a plan to provide that a “freight 
rate per mile for the shipment of goods to a point in any 
freight rate territory shall be the same, irrespective of whether 
the shipment originated in that territory or some other ter- 
ritory,” and of such other plans as may seem to it to be 
reasonably calculated to correct discrepancies and inequities 
referred to in the preamble to the resolution. 

The senator has also introduced a bill (S. 1758) to amend 
the interstate commerce act so as to “rectify interterritorial 
freight rate disadvantages.” 


TRANSPORTATION BILLS 


Representative Gossett, of Texas, has introduced H. R. 
4691, a bill to amend sections 3 and 15a of the interstate com- 
— act, identical with sectional rate bills heretofore intro- 
duced. 


THE ALASKA RAILROAD 
The annual Interior Department appropriation bill, re- 
ported by the House committee on appropriations, carries 
nothing for the Alaska Railroad, as against an appropriation 
of $160,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939. The com- 
mittee said it was anticipated that the railroad would be on 
a self-supporting basis. 
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TERRITORIAL RATE DIFFERENCES 


It would not surprise men who believe they are com- 
petent to appraise the situation, were the uproar in various 
part of the country about “sectional rate discriminations” to 
cause, among other things, a revival by the Commission of 
No. 27655, southern class rates, 1937. Nor would it surprise 
such men if another result would be a broadening of the re- 
opened Consolidated Southwestern Cases, a proceeding that 
has been what might be called an open sore for more than 
ten years. 

Inquiry into the quality of the class rates in the south 
was instituted by the Commission in the proceeding men- 
tioned, February 8, 1937. After it was instituted the Com- 
mission raised a question as to the scope of the inquiry. It 
inquired as to whether the proceeding should not involve the 
= of the quality of rates between the north and the 
south. 

Southern sentiment, as expressed in correspondence made 
public at the time, seemed against having the interterritorial 
rates involved. Institution of the inquiry into southern class 
rates was inspired largely by Commissioner Eastman. He 
had conducted the proceeding in which the Commission pre- 
scribed the present southern class rates, made effective in the 
summer of 1928. In that year the southwestern revision also 
went into effect. Both decisions were made on testimony 
some of which went as far back as 1921. Then the question 
was as to whether the railroads would be able to haul the 
traffic that was being offered. 

No. 27655 was instituted at a time when the question was 
as to whether the railroads could be kept going, depression 
and competition having so reduced the volume of their traffic 
that, in the view of some, the question was as to whether 
the transportation system could be maintained short of opera- 
tion by the government. 

Northern interests were divided on the question as to 
whether the question of interterritorial rates between the 
north and south should be investigated, but some strong rep- 
resentations were made to the effect that if there were a 
revision of class rates within the south the interterritorial 
adjustment would be so much affected that the proceeding 
would be incomplete if it did not cover rates between the 
territories. 

The final outcome of the whole matter was a discontinu- 
ance of the proceeding, without a decision as to the inclusion or 
exclusion of the interterritorial rates. Southern interests 
brought about discontinuance through representations that 
they were not prepared to go forward even with an inquiry 
into the intraterritorial rates at that time. 


Revival of No. 27655 is not absolutely necessary to enable 
the Commission to make an examination of the quality of rates 
between the north and the south. At the time that proceeding 
was discontinued, without prejudice to its revival, it was under- 
stood the southern interests desired the question of interter- 
ritorial rates to be considered in No. 27746, State of Alabama 
et al. vs. New York Central et al. (see Traffic World, April 
30, 1938, p. 1008), in which Commissioner Lee and Examiner 
Corcoran made a proposed report (see Traffic World, March 4, 
p. 469), favorable to the contentions of the complainants on a 
number of commodities. 

In the event the Commission determines to go into the 
question farther than in No. 27746, it may be deemed desirable, 
on account of the failure of the formal complaint to embrace 
all the interterritorial traffic, to revive No. 27655 and extend 
it to cover the whole subject. 


Discriminations among localities in each of the classifica- 
tion territories, according to the impression of men who took 
part in them, caused the institution of the class rate investiga- 
tions that resulted in the prescription of class rates for each. 
Primarily the idea was that discriminations among points in 
the various territories should be removed by the prescription 
of class rates based primarily on distance so that each locality 
should have the benefit of its location. Discriminations of that 
sort then seemed the big thing. 

Interterritorial rates, when mentioned in those cases, 
seemed to be regarded as of minor importance. Each class 
rate structure prescribed and made effective between 1928 
and 1931 made provision for interterritorial traffic by means 
of bridge or laminated scales chiefly because it was necessary 
to make some provision for traffic going from one territory to 
another. In no instance, so far as can be recalled, was the 
question of interterritorial rates made a major issue. 

Many petitions have been filed in the Consolidated South- 
western Cases for a broadening of the issues so as to include 
the aspects treated by the petitioners. While the southwest 
is not a separate classification territory the class rates therein 
prescribed, based on columns or percentages of the first class 
rates, are regarded as being of as great importance as the 
class rates prescribed in the eastern, southern and western 
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class rate proceedings. In them, as before set forth, discrimina- 
tions among localities in each territory, and not the rates from 
one territory to another, were treated as the important matter 
and relatively little attention was paid to interterritorial 
charges. 

The uproar started in the south, however, had promoted 
the interterritorial rates to first place. Among those con- 
versant with the class rate work of the Commission, the 
denunciation of the Commission on account of its failure to 
take care of the interterritorial rates in as minute manner 
as it observed in dealing with the intraterritorial rates, has 
caused some amazement because not one of the leaders in the 
matter in the south seemed to remember that more than two 
years ago the Commission suggested treatment of the rates 
between the sections only to encounter opposition from the 
south. 

At the time and since it has seemed to Commission men 
that there were political considerations under the surface which 
had the effect of stopping a move on the part of the Commission 
to do the thing members of Congress and other public men 
are now denouncing the regulatory body for not having done. 

In the class rate cases the primary purpose being to re- 
move discriminations among localities in each territory the 
existing class rates, supposed to reflect the revenue necessities 
of the carriers in each territory, practically no attention was 
given to the relative class rate levels. Among the objects was 
to remove the necessity for making rates between territories 
on the basis of rates to and from the Ohio and Mississippi 
Rivers. So joint overhead rates were prescribed for class rate 
traffic. As to revenue, the idea was that the class rate revisions 
should not be used to increase or reduce the revenues of the 
carriers. So in the southern case, the high level of such rates 
was retained, the idea being that in the case of traffic moving 
in considerable volume the difference in class rate levels would 
be taken care of by means of commodity rates on a level that 
would permit the traffic to move. 


RESTORING RAIL PROSPERITY 


Under the caption, “This Railroad Business,” the Associa- 
tion of American Railroads has issued a pamphlet of eight large 
pages in which the major proposition is that America’s No. 1 
job is to develop a national transportation policy based on the 
principle of equal rights for all agencies of transportation and 
special privileges for none. Only under such a policy, it is 
asserted, can there be a return of railroad prosperity, without 
which there can be no enduring and satisfactory national pros- 
perity. The publication professes to point the way to national 
prosperity in a story in pictures and words. 

That railroad recovery is necessary to national prosperity 
is obvious, says the pamphlet, when it is remembered that in 
addition to being the backbone of American transportation, 
railroads are also one of the nation’s largest spenders. They 
spend, it is asserted, around $2,000,000,000 a year in wages, 
$1,000,000,000 a year for materials and supplies and contribute 
about $1,000,000 a day in taxes, federal, state and local gov- 
ernment. 

At present, unlike most transportation enterprises, it is 
pointed out, railroads must do more than merely meet the cost 
of providing, maintaining and operating their rolling stock and 
other equipment; they must also meet the cost of providing 
and maintaining the roadways upon which that equipment 
moves; and in addition they must pay taxes on both way and 
equipment—taxes which do not go to the upkeep of railroad 
roadways but which go to help support the general services of 
government. And that the railroads must accomplish, it is 
asserted, while operating under a system of regulations based 
on a theory that they are a monopoly; at the same time meet- 
ing the active and effective competition of other forms of trans- 
portation which are not regulated to nearly the same extent 
or degree and which in most instances operate over “ways” 
largely provided for and maintained at the expense of the tax- 
payers. 

The time has now come, Says the association’s pamphlet, 
when the people of the United States, if they wish to continue 
to enjoy the best in transportation, must establish by law the 
principle and the practice of equal treatment and opportunity 
for all forms of transportation. The pictures are intended to 
show the handicaps under which the railroads operate, the 
excellence of the service they perform, and the necessity for 


the country’s bringing about equality of treatment and oppor- 
tunity. 


LABOR PEACE CONFERENCE 
A proposal that the American Federation of Labor, the 
railroad brotherhoods and the CIO merge into one big union, 
made by John L. Lewis, head of the CIO, March 7, immediately 
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after the initial conference over which President Roosevelt pre- 
sided, did not elicit enthusiastic response from any of the 
representatives of the now independent rail organizations. 
The American Federation of Labor rejected it. Lewis suggested 
that- the president of the proposed organization be chosen 
from among the rail brotherhoods, as, for instance, A. F. 
Whitney, president of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
or D. B. Robertson, head of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen and Enginemen. Whitney said he did not like the 
“one big union” idea but thought there might be cooperation. 
Robertson and A. Johnston, head of the Brotherhood of Locomo- 
tive Engineers said they would not comment until they heard 


from Lewis and William Green, head of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor. 


TRANSPORTATION ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA 


The executive committee of the Transportation Association 
of America, at its meeting in New York March 8, announced 
the election of C. J. Abbott of Hyannis, Neb., as chairman of 
the board of directors, and the election of Paul Smith, vice- 
president of Swift and Co., as a member of the board and the 
executive committee. 

“Mr. Abbott is one of the leading live stock producers in 
the United States and has been actively concerned with the prob- 
lems of agriculture for the last fifteen years,” says the 
announcement. “He is now serving as a member of the agri- 
cultural committee of the United States Chamber of Commerce. 
He is also engaged in the banking and lumber business through- 
out the Middle West and is a director of the Nebraska Stock 
Growers Association and the National Live Stock Association. 

“Mr. Smith is an outstanding authority on agricultural 
production and distribution and brings to the association the 
benefits of. a long career of active experience in the study of 
the farmer’s marketing problems which are so directly related 
to transportation.” 


The committee assignments for 1939 were announced as fol- 
lows: 


Research Committee—Fairman R. Dick, Chairman, Dick & Merle- 
Smith, New York City; Sydney Anderson, General Mills, Inc., Minne- 
apolis, Minn.; J. M. Hood, American Short Line Railroad Ass’n., Wash- 
ington, D. C.; John W. Drayton, Insurance Company of North Amer- 
ica, Philadelphia, Pa.; James L. Madden, Metropolitan Life Insurance 
Co., New York City; W. J. Williamson, Sears, Roebuck & Co., Chicago. 

Public Relations Committee—C. J. Abbott, Chairman, National 
Live Stock Association, Hyannis, Nebr.; George A. Blair, Wilson and 
Company, Chicago, Ill.; Homer B. Grommon, Farmers National Grain 
Dealers Ass’n, Plainfield, Ill.; Pendleton Dudley, Corn Industries Re- 
search Foundation, New York City; Bronson Batchelor, New York 
City. 

Budget Committee—Fred A. Poor, Chairman, Poor & Company, 
Chicago, Ill.; R. C. Ingersoll, Borg-Warner Corp, Chicago, Ill.; M. J. 
Gormley, Association of American Railroads, Washington, D. C. 

Membership Committee—Benjamin F. Affleck, Chairman, Chicago, 
Ill.; Dr. Glenn Frank, The Rural Progress, Chicago, Ill.; W. J; Ham- 
mond, Inland Steel Corp., Chicago, Ill.; L. O. Head, Railway Express 
Agency, Inc., New York City; Howard C. Mull, Warren Tool Corp., 
Warren, Ohio; Paul Shoup, Southern Californians, Inc., Los Angeles, 
Cal.; W. J. Williamson, Sears, Roebuck & Co., Chicago, IIl. 


James B. Wayman has been appointed executive assistant 
with headquarters at Chicago. 


APPOINTMENTS TO I. C. C. 
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“In my opinion, the withdrawal of Mr. Amlie’s nomination, 
with no repetition of similar nominations in the future, will 
do more to start private capital to work than all the post- 
prandial oratory of this effervescent age,” said Senator Van 
Nuys, of Indiana, in a statement commenting on “the recent 
assurances to business upon the part of several key men in the 
administration.” 


Senator Van Nuys said he was gratified to read these as- 
surances but it was going to take more than lip-service “to 
revive our industrial system.” He referred to the nomination 
of Thomas R. Amlie to be a member of the Commission, the 
personnel of which, he said, was of extreme importance at this 
particular time when the railroads and their thousands of em- 
ployes were struggling for existence. 

The senator quoted from the amendment Mr. Amlie pro- 
posed to the Constitution, March 2, 1937, when he was a mem- 
ber of the House, proposing to give Congress “the power to 
enact laws providing for the ownership, operation and man- 
agement through instrumentalities of the government of the 
United States, of business, manufacturing, commerce, industry 
and banking, and shall have power to purchase and condemn 
by eminent domain such enterprises.” Continuing, Senator Van 
Nuys said: 
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Mr. Amlie denies that he is a Communist but as sponsor of the 
above. proposed constitutional amendment, he would socialize all busi- 
ness, manufacturing, commerce, industry and banking and confer powers 
upon the federal government which are unsurpassed in any or all of 
the totalitarian governments of the world. 


I am assuming that any legislator who sponsors such a proposed 
constitutional amendment believes in it. If he doesn’t, he is not honest. 


If he does, he is at heart opposed to the ideals and traditions of our 
find old constitutional government. 


Senator Barkley, Democratic leader in the Senate, said 
he had told the President he could not tell how the Senate 
would vote on the Amlie nomination until the hearings had 
been printed and circulated. 


If the Amlie nomination is withdraw or is rejected by the 
Senate, organized railroad labor leaders are hoping the Presi- 
dent will permit them to make recommendations for a suc- 
cessor to Commissioner McManamy. Friends of Mr. Amlie 
have denied reports he would ask that his name be withdrawn. 


Lee M. Eddy, member of the Railroad Retirement Board; 
J. G. Luhrsen, president of the American Train Dispatchers 
Association, and Washington representative of the Railway 
Labor Executives’ Association, and John Carson, consumers 
counsel in the National Bituminous Coal Commission, have been 
mentioned for appointment to the Commission. 


In answer to questions at his press conference March 7, 
President Roosevelt said that no one had asked him to with- 
draw the nomination of Mr. Amlie for the Commission. He 


denied that he was contemplating the withdrawal of the nomina- 
tion. 


Under interrogation by Senator Reed, of Kansas, J. Haden 
Alldredge, nominated to be a member of the Commission, de- 
clined to tell the Senate interstate commerce subcommittee to 
which the nomination was referred, whether he would or would 
not participate in the disposition of the southern governors’ 
case, pending before the Commission, if his nomination were 
confirmed by the Senate, at a hearing March 8. 


Senator Reed contended that Mr. Alldredge had expressed 
views on the fundamental issues involved in the case, but Mr. 
Alldredge insisted, in effect, that those views might apply to 
other cases and that he had not paid particular attention to the 
case and that he had not been identified with it. At the con- 


clusion of the hearing, Mr. Alldredge read the following state- 
ment: 


One of the major purposes of the law regulating common carriers, 
as its original sponsors stated and as the courts and Interstate Com- 
merce Commission have since confirmed, is to secure so far as practi- 
cable, equality in the facilities and services of transportation and in 
the rates charged therefor. I believe in the wisdom and the sound- 
ness of this objective and I think the Interstate Commerce Commission 
should constantly seek to attain it as well as all other purposes of the 
law in every reasonable way not only where the immediate interests 
affected by transportation are concerned but also where the interests 
of rate regions and sections of the nation as.a whole are involved. 


Senator Reed questioned the nominee at length with re- 
spect to his views on rate-making. The latter said the chief 
elements in determining rates were cost of service and value 
of service. The cost of service, said he, could not be ignored 
too much. Variations of cost on different railroads and in dif- 
ferent areas were discussed. The nominee said at one point 
that variances in cost did not conform to variances in rates in 
all instances. He indicated that he felt fixed charges of rail- 


roads constituted an element to be considered in fixing general 
rate levels. 


Senator Reed wanted to know whether it was humanly 
possible to find the exact cost of moving a given shipment. 
Mr, Alldredge thought not under the present method of ac- 
counting by railroads, adding that assumptions would have to 
be indulged in in any cost accounting procedure. It would be 
difficult, he said, to make an allocation of cost so as to get 
down to the cost of moving any particular shipment. Senator 
Johnson, of Colorado, chairman of the subcommittee, thought 
it would be a foolish thing to try to find such costs. It would 
be about as foolish, the senator thought, to try to find the cost 
of producing a single potato, and Mr. Alldredge agreed with 
that. Senator Reed remarked that costs of producing potatoes 
were variable in different sections and at different times, and 
Senator Johnson agreed with that. 


Mr. Alldredge said that cost statistics of the Commission 
indicated a tendency of average cost of transportation by rail- 
road to approximate gradually a common denominator over 
the United States. He also indicated that the trend was in the 
direction of more uniform levels of rates so that traffic would 
move more freely and that such uniformity had been largely 
accomplished within large regions of the country but had not 
been with respect to the United States as a whole. He said 
there were different levels of rates and different systems of 
rates. The question was, said he, whether the country should 
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have the different rate areas and whether the present areas 
were correctly delineated. 

Senator Reed referred to the radio address of Elliot Roose- 
velt attacking alleged discrimination against the southwest 
in freight rates and brought out that within Texas there were 
two levels of intrastate rates which, he said, the Texas com- 
mission had not disturbed. 

Density of traffic as a factor to be considered in rate-mak- 
ing was discussed. Mr. Alldredge said that that was a recog- 
nized factor but a general one that could not well be applied 
unless properly analyzed and its meaning understood. He be- 
lieved that inquiries should be made to see what differences in 
costs were created by differences in density of traffic. Cost of 
service was not always related to density of traffic, he thought. 

The great question was to give each region the best oppor- 
tunity to make the best use of its raw materials within the 
region and to get the manufactured products of the region into 
the markets of the world, said he. 

Senator Reed questioned the nominee at length with re- 
spect to the southern governors’ case. Mr. Alldredge thought 
that the senator had drawn “unwarranted assumptions” as to 
his relation to that proceeding. He said he was interested in 
the question of the differences in rates in regions before he be- 
came associated with the Tennessee Valley Authority. He told 
Senator Johnson he would go on the Commission without any 
strings attached to him and act under the law and on the evi- 
dence. He said he would be willing to let the subcommittee 
say whether he was disqualified to sit in the southern gov- 
ernors’ case, but Senator Johnson said that that was a decision 
that would have to be made by Mr. Alldredge and by him only. 
In answer to another question, Mr. Alldredge said he would 
not deal differently with rates in the south than he did in any 
other section of the country. 

No opposition, other than that indicated by the interroga- 
tion of Senator Reed, to the Alldredge nomination, was ex- 
pressed. 

Reports that he would ask President Roosevelt to with- 
draw his nomination were denied by Mr. Amlie. 

It was generally believed that the interstate commerce 
committee would vote favorably on the nomination of Mr. 
Alldredge. Senators Johnson, Hill and Schwartz indicated 
they were “for” the nominee. Senator Johnson said he thought 
the nominee made a favorable impression on the subcommittee. 
He said action on the nominations of Commissioner Lee, Mr. 
Amlie and Mr. Alldredge would be deferred as Senator Reed 
had asked that the subcommittee defer action until the hear- 
ings on Mr. Alldredge were printed. 


FORWARDING REGULATION 


Chairman Lea, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce, has introduced a bill providing for the regu- 
lation by the Commission of forwarding agencies. 

The bill is proposed as part III of the interstate commerce 
act, but Chairman Lea said his purpose in introducing it was 
to obtain suggestions and criticisms of it and that the com- 
mittee would decide whether it would be taken up and included 
in the Lea transportation bill. 

The bill defines a “forwarding carrier,” to be made subject 
to regulation, as follows: 

‘“‘Forwarding carrier’’ means any common carrier who or which, in 
the performance, execution or discharge of an undertaking to transport 
property in interstate or foreign commerce, utilizes or employes the 
instrumentalities or services of another carrier or carriers, excluding 
however, railroad, steamship, express and motor carriers to the extent 


that any given operation now or hereafter is subject to parts I or II 
of this act. 


Such a carrier would be subjected to regulation of rates, 
and certificate to operate would have to be obtained from the 
Commission. The Commission also would regulate issuance 
of securities and pass on consolidation, as well as regulate ac- 
counts of such carriers. 


PACIFIC COAST TRANSPORTATION BOARD 


The next regular, as well as the annual meeting of the 
Pacific Coast Transportation Advisory Board, will convene in 
the Palace Hotel, San Francisco, Calif., 9:30 a. m., Friday, 
March 24. Among the subjects to be considered are: 


Ways and means of cooperation between shippers and railroads 
to reduce transportation costs. 

Adoption of appropriate action concerning pending legislation, both 
state and federal, that affect the mutual interests of shippers, con- 
signees and railroads. 

Presentation and analysis of economic indices which will depict 
the prospective business conditions during the second quarter of 1939. 

Ways and means of reducing opportunities for damage to freight 
in transit which creates irrevocable, irretrievable loss to all concerned. 


The regular meeting of the Freight Claim Prevention Com- 
mittee will be held in the Palace Hotel, 9:30 a. m., March 23. 


ta 





March 11, 1939 


THE RAILROAD JOB 


At a joint luncheon of the Trans-Missouri-Kansas Shippers 
Board and the St. Louis Traffic Club at St. Louis, March 7, the 
speaker, Matthew S. Sloan, chairman of the board and presi- 
dent of the Missouri-Kansas-Texas Lines, discussed the rail- 
road problem, laying particular stress on the responsibilities 


of the railroads themselves. Having described the situation, he 
said: 


It is up to the railroads, quite largely to meet competition by new 
and constructive methods. I am inclined to think we have spent too 
much time complaining about it. 

Perhaps two decades ago, possibly even as recently as ten years 
ago, there were rail executives who pooh-poohed the effect of bus and 
truck operation on the volume of rail traffic. No rail authority does 
so today. Every railroad man recognizes motor transport vehicles as 
a vital factor in both passenger and freight transportation, and if he 
is as informed and intelligent as he should be, he knows it is a factor 
that has come to stay. More than that, it has the support of a great 
and powerful industry, manned by leaders possessed of unequalled 
genius, vision and ability—the great motor manufacturing industry. 
Highway transportation may not be expected to dwindle and decay. 
On the contrary, it is destined to improve and expand. It is only 
fair to suggest in passing that the motor industry has given traffic to 
the railroads, as well as taken it from them... . 

Neither would I willingly suggest that the railroads are archaic or 
decadent. The fact that they are doing as well as they are is evi- 
dence of the sustained demand for their services and their efficient 
management. The outstanding problem is to conserve the transporta- 
tion facilities now in existence and to coordinate their use in the in- 
terest of maximum economy and efficiency in moving the commerce 
of the country. 

I am but lately come into the railroad field. The greater part of 
my business life has been spent in another sphere. But I have a great 
admiration for the manner in which the railroads have met the issue, 
so far as the new situation has been created by the invention and de- 
velopment of the motor vehicle and the airplane. Out of this new com- 
petition has come the air-conditioned passenger coach, sleeper, dining 
and lounge cars, the streamlined trains, the new and improved freight 
equipment, the high-powered speedy modern locomotive. As always, 
in these material respects, necessity has been the mother of invention. 
Any traveler on an up-to-date railroad train will give the raflroads, I 
am sure, full credit for their fine achievements. ... 

These fine achievements should go far to dispel the generally held 
misconception that the railroads have lagged in the matter of re- 
search. They always have engaged in research and today there are 
more than 170 technical committees of the Association of American 
Railroads, with nearly 1,800 active members, carrying on a great 
variety of field tests and laboratory studies. ... 

It is to the credit of the railroads also that the greater part of 
these improvements have been made during the 10 years of depression 
and recession. They have not lagged because the going was hard. 
The moment an upturn in business came, as in 1936, they spent many 
millions of dollars for new equipment and rehabilitation of their prop- 
erties, being checked only when their earnings dropped precipitately 
with the great recession coming the latter half of 1937 and extending 
through the greater part of 1938. 


Now, when there is promise of a nation-wide business upturn they 
are again coming into the market with large orders for steel rail and 
new and improved equipment. The railroads cannot be fairly charged 
with a lack of courage, but only as they increase their earnings and 
regain their credit can they resume purchases on a still larger scale 
and do their full part in the general effort for business recovery. 
Still further restoration of confidence on the part of business leaders 
is a prime requisite to these ends. 

Regaining traffic depends upon three things, restored confidence, 
as I have said, growth in the total volume of travel and shipments, and 
a larger share for the rails of that increased volume. To attain this 
end, what the railroads have to do is: first, quicken their efforts to 
attract traffic and next to keep down expenses in carrying the traffic 
secured. These tasks are not easy—but they can and must be accom- 
plished. 


The first thing that stands out in the matter of gross revenues of 
railroads is that the pricing-system applied to its services is gro- 
tesquely out of date and inadequate. We ail know how it originated, 
grew up and crystalized in its present form and there is no need to re- 
capitulate the facts. The chief faults in the rate structure are these: Its 
lack of flexibility, due to rigidity of the rate regulatory process in the 
matter of effecting changes. Its lack of adaptability to competitive 
conditions in the matter of variety in price-terms and its exclusion of 
the principle of wholesaling. Last, its overemphasis of the so-called 
‘‘reasonableness’’ of charges as distinguished from their non-discrimina- 
tory quality. 

It would be near the truth to say that no rail rate that actually 
moves traffic today could be unreasonable, for there is comparatively 
little traffic moving in the country today that is not subject, either 
directly or indirectly, to competitive influences. The rate structure 
should be opened to include almost any kind of rate—trainload, flat 
carload, agreed rate, etc.—that is in use anywhere in the world. In 
addition, the rail carriers should be permitted, in fact, encouraged, to 
experiment freely in this direction, subject only to the exclusion of dis- 
crimination, prejudice, preference and rebating. Incidentally, the fourth 
section of the transportation act should be cleared of its present ab- 
surdities, as the so-called Pettengill amendment proposes. In a word, 
the carriers should be empowered to meet the market and furthermore 
to keep order among themselves without interference from the anti- 
trust law. 
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On the business getting side, it appears to me, the railroads have 
not done as well as they might have done. They Have been slow in 
recognizing the scope and seriousness of the new competition. They 
nave been slower in devising effective ways of meeting it. Granted 
that they have been seriously handicapped, and still are, by a degree 
of regulation and even control, in large measure, by public authority, 
not imposed on other transportation agencies, they still have left un- 
done some things they might have done. They have been reluctant to 
recognize the full importance of the price element in selling their 
service, and to meet their new competitors on that basis. There has 
been need of and there still is need of more intelligent and more ag- 
gressive selling effort. I do not mean to suggest that our traffic officers 
and solicitors—the railroads’ salesmanagers and salesmen—are any- 
where near as free agents as are the men who hold similar positions 
with the truck and bus lines, nor that they are not possessed of equal 
or superior ability, for the bus and truck traffic men were recruited 


largely from their ranks, but I do feel that, even handicapped as we . 


are, a better job might have been done and must be done on the selling 
side of our business, while we are awaiting the enactment of legisla- 
tion that will make us freer agents in meeting our new competition. 

I hope nothing I have said will be taken as suggesting there is no 
need for legislation in working out a solution of the transportation 
problem. I hold a view quite to the contrary. I sincerely believe the 
great need of our country—a nation-wide, comprehensive transporta- 
iton policy—cannot be met without a thorough understanding of the 
railroad problem by those charged with the formulation of that policy 
and a genuine inclination to be helpful. In gaining this understanding 
it is necessary to get rid of some popular misconceptions. For one 
thing, the bugaboo of overcapitalization. 


We in the railroad business know that our troubles are not due in 


any appreciable degree to overcapitalization, and the public, if it will, 
can know the same thing... . 


The railroads can no longer be charged with having no program. 
They have concrete and comprehensive proposals, which are embodied 
in the report recently made to the President by the special committee 
of six selected by him to submit a program. Its first and one of its 
most vital proposals is for a square deal in transportation. ... 

Some of these proposals should have the immediate consideration of 
Congress, for they deal with acute situations. Other of the less acute 
matters can await later action. All the subjects presented are worthy 
the consideration of our lawmakers now, or at a later time. Unless 
prompt and serious consideration is given to the more important of 
these proposals, I fear we shall see more confusion rather than less in 
the transportation world, and worse times in the business world gen- 
erally before we see better. I cannot believe our lawmakers will for 
much longer continue to ignore a question so vital to business recovery 
and I am hopeful that the Congress at the present session will deal with 
the more important phases of the transportatfon problem. Given a 
square deal, the railroads will quickly demonstrate their ability to per- 
form efficiently and well their part of the great transportation task. 


Forecasting an increase of 1.2 per cent for commodity move- 
ments the second quarter of 1939, the Trans-Missouri-Kansas 
Shippers Board at its meeting in St. Louis predicted increases 
in 15 of the 29, decreases in 10, and no change in four of the 
commodities on which reports were rendered. 


Succeeding Senator Clyde M. Reed, who had been chairman 
of the Board since its inception, the board elected Carl Giessow, 
traffic commissioner of the St. Louis Chamber of Commerce, 
as general chairman, creating the honorary position of chairman 
emeritus for Senator Reed. 

Other officers elected were Frank Theis, president, Simond- 
Shields-Lonsdale Grain Company, Kansas City, Mo., alternate 
chairman; Rex M. Nielsen, general traffic manager, William 
Volker Company, Kansas City, Mo., vice-chairman; H. J. Goude- 
lock, secretary, Midwest Coal Company, Kansas City, Mo., gen- 
eral secretary; B. R. Pennington, secretary. 

Evan Just, secretary, Tri-State Ore Producers Association, 
Picher, Okla., told the board of the effect of reciprocal tariffs 
recently negotiated on the production and movement of ore from 
the Tri-State district. It was his thought that the board should 
take action looking toward approval of all such treaties by 
the Senate. 

The board adopted a resolution asking representatives in 
Congress from the four states covered by the board to work 
against the confirmation of Thomas R. Amlie as a member of 
the Commission. 


ALLEGHENY ADVISORY BOARD 


Industrial and railroad traffic representatives from 
throughout the Allegheny Regional Advisory Board territory 
will meet at the William Penn Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., March 
16, for the twelfth annual and fortieth regular meeting of 
the board. 

Fairman R. Dick, investment banker, Dick and Merle- 
Smith, New York, will address the luncheon session on the 
subject, “Peanuts, Bananas and Railroads, or The Injustice 
of the Multiplication Table.” 

An open forum discussion on current legislative proposals 
will be participated in by J. V. McMahon, Youngstown Cham- 
ber of Commerce; T. R. Langan, T. M., Westinghouse Electric 
and Manufacturing Company; W. B. Shepherd, A. G. T. M., 
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Aluminum Company; and Charles Donley, traffic counselor 
and president of the National Association of Advisory Boards. 

Leonard G. Hults, T. M., United Engineering and Foundry 
Company and general chairman of the board, will preside, 
assisted by W. P. Buffington, T. M., Pittsburgh Coal Company, 
vice-general chairman. 

There will be reports of the commodity committee chair- 
men and estimates of carloadings for the second quarter of 
1939. W. J. McGarry, manager, Car Service Division, Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, will review national transporta- 
tion conditions, and C. R. Megee, district manager, will review 
progress in the board’s territory. 

A film illustrating impact test experiments in the handling 
of carload traffic will be shown. It was made by the Freight 
Container Bureau and the Pennsylvania Railroad in coopera- 
tion with one of the large industries to determine damage 
sustained by lading under various methods of blocking and 
bracing. 

The railroads of the territory will be represented indi- 
vidually and J. L. O’Toole, chairman of the railroad contact 
committee, will report for the railroad industry. Officers will 
be elected. 

The board will also consider plans for the third annual 
April-Perfect Shipping Month campaign. 


OHIO VALLEY ADVISORY BOARD 


The fifteenth annual and fifty-third regular meeting of the 
Ohio Valley Transportation Advisory Board will be held at the 
Deshler-Wallick Hotel, Columbus, O., March 14. At a noon 
luncheon under the joint auspices of the board and the Colum- 
bus Chamber of Commerce, the speaker will be C. D. Young, 
vice-president of the Pennsylvania Railroad, on the subject, 
“Transportation’s Value and Necessity in National Emergency.” 
The docket for the meeting of the board is as follows: 


Opening remarks by A. M. Stephens, General Chairman. 

Announcements—M. A. Keith, General Chairman, Committee on 
Arrangements. 

Report of Executive Committee—N. S. Worrell, Chairman. 

Report of Nominating Committee—R. H. Hagerman, Chairman. 

General Business Conditions—Forcast for Second Quarter, 1939; 
Reports and Comments by Chairmen of Standing Committees Repre- 
senting Business Interests in Entire Ohio Valley Territory: Automobile 
Parts—John W. Peters, Chairman; Cement—Ernest V. Apt, Chairman; 
Chamber of Commerce—Maurice T. Otto, Chairman; Clay Products— 
R. A. Ellison, Chairman; Coal and Coke—C. J. Neekamp, Chairman; 
Crushed Stone, Sand and Gravel—H. M. Hollingsworth, Chairman; 
Fertilizer—C. E. Veth, Chairman; Hay, Grain and Grain Products— 
Freeman Bradford, Chairman; Iron and Steel—H. M. Baker, Chairman; 
Live Stock—F. B. Edmands, Chairman; Lumber—J. S. Thompson, 
Chairman; Manufacturers Miscellaneous—J. E. Harris, Chairman; 
Paper and Paper Products—A. F. Dorenbusch, Chairman; Petroleum 
—A. M. Stephens, Chairman. 

Traffic Committeee Subjects—J. G. Young, Chairman. (a) Simplifi- 
cation of Tariffs; (b) Ex-Parte 104—Part 2. 

Importance of Legislation Pending in Congress—Action Recom- 
mended—C. J. Neekamp, Chairman, Legislative Committee. 

Loss and Damage Prevention—(a) Report of Committee Activities 
—R. H. Hagerman, Chairman; (b) Outline of Campaign for April as 
Perfect Shipping and Careful Handling Month—R. A. Fasold, Special 
Representative, Freight Claim Division, Chicago, IIl. 

National Forecast and Other Information Covering Entire United 
States—W. J. McGarry, Manager, Association of American Railroads, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

Election of Officers. 

Railroad Reports—W. J. McGarry, presiding. 

Report of Railroad Contact Committee—A. F. McSweeney, Chair- 
man. 
New Business. 


PACIFIC NORTHWEST BOARD 


The thirteenth annual meeting of the Pacific Northwest 
Advisory Board will be held at the Multnomah Hotel, Portland, 
Ore., March 17, beginning with a luncheon sponsored also by 
Columbia Industries, Inc., East Side Commercial Club, Junior 
Chamber of Commerce, Junior Traffic Club, Oregon Manufac- 
turers Association, Portland Chamber of Commerce, Portland 
Industrial Traffic Club, Portland Traffic Association, Portland 
Traffic and Transportation Association, Progressive Business 
Men’s Club, and the Women’s Traffic and Transportation Club. 
The speaker will be Marshall N. Dana, editor of the Oregon 
Journal, on the subject, “What Is Expected of the Railroads 
from the Shipper’s Point of View.” The toastmaster will be 
George L. Baker. 

The docket for the board meeting follows: 


Remarks by the President. 

Address—‘‘What Is the Railroad’s Problem?’’ L. M. Betts, Manager, 
Car Service Division, Association of American Railroads, Washington, 
Dy &. 
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Executive Committee Report—R. R. Reter. 

Contact Committee Report—N. A. Meyer. 

Report on annual meeting. National Association of Advisory Boards 
—W. G. Perrow. 

Reports of commodity committees, second quarter, 1939; (a) Dis- 
cussion of Transportation and Economic Conditions Affecting the— (1) 
Grain Industry by Harold E. Sanford, V.-P. Continental Grain Co.; (2) 
Lumber Industry by Geo. T. Gerlinger, Chairman, Traffic Committee, 
West Coast Lumbermen’s Association and Pres. Willamette Valley Lum- 
ber Co. 

Resume of commodity committee reports—I. F. Dix. 

Transportation Committee Report—K. C. Batchelder. (a) Equip- 
ment and Service—Gordon Tongue. (1) Car Supply, Condition, and 
Prospects; (2) Cost of Special Switching Service and Its Effect on Other 
Shippers; (3) Utilization of Carrying Capacity of Cars; (4) Use of 
Special Type Cars, or others of large cubic dimension. (b) Legislative 
Matters—L. J. Wentworth; (c) Loading, Bracing and Stowage—O. W. 
Hardesty; (1) Allowance for Dunnage in Shipments in Closed Cars; 
(d) Tariff Simplification—C. S. Connolly. 

Perfect Shipping and Careful Handling Month—C. T. Kathrens and 
J. T. Gallaspy. 

Report of Nominating Committee and election of officers. 


A meeting of the freight loss and damage prevention com- 
mittee will be held in the evening. 


NIAGARA FRONTIER TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


The Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic League will meet 
March 13 at MacDoel’s Restaurant, Buffalo, N. Y. 

The following program is constituted mainly of questions 
and subjects submitted for consideration by members and will 
be dealt with by the chairmen of the committees to which they 
were referred: 


Maritime Commission's investigation of intercoastal rates—E. A. 
Momberger. 


What trucks have filed old rates with the public service commis- 
sion—E. A. Momberger. 

Preparation of schedule for each member showing daily package 
cars of all railroad and carloading companies in the frontier—W. G. 
Klein. 

Recommended improvement in package car service of one of the 
carriers serving buffalo—W. G. Klein. 

Increase in express rates—J. H. Hickes. 

Report on southern governors’ complaint—F. M. Renshaw. 


A sound-color motion picture, “Trees and Men,” depicting 
the timbering operations in the Pacific coast area will be 
shown. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The following have been admitted to practice before the 
Commission: J. Maurice Andren, St. Paul, Minn.; Christian A. 
Bauer, St. Louis, Mo.; Robert P. Billings, Wallingford, Conn.; 
Julius Bruckner, Newark, N. J.; James Morris Christensen, 
Salt Lake City, Utah; Robert Goss Day, Warren, O.; Delbert M. 
Draper, Salt Lake City, Utah; William Norman Gage, St. Paul, 
Minn.; Donald Hall Hamilton, Chester, Pa.; William D. Harkins, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Albert M. Herrmann, New Haven, Conn.; 
Rudolph J. Inman, Port Huron, Mich.; Ephraim A. Karelsen, 
New York, N. Y.; Basil W. Kelsey, Ottawa, Kan.; John M. 
Kinkel, Topeka, Kan.; William F. Klein, Albany, N. Y.; Frank 
J. Lund, Webster City, Ia.; Paul Martin, Reisterstown, Md.; 
Harold William Mason, St. Louis, Mo.; Sigmund Metz, New 
York, N. Y.; H. L. Mulliner, Salt Lake City, Utah; H. Gus 
Muntzing, Moorefield, W. Va.; John Collins O’Brien, Walpole, 
Mass.; Herbert F. O’Hare, Jr., Washington, D. C.; Nathan 
Robins, Boston, Mass.; Stanley G. Robins, Salisbury, Md.; 
George H. Rosen, New York, N. Y.; Marion Anthony Ross, 
Columbus, O.; Samuel Harry Rothman, Burlington, Vt.; Harry 
L. Ryan, Jr., Washington, D. C.; Arch Kerper Schoch, Jr., High 
Point, N. C.; James Mitchell Simmons, Knoxville, Tenn.; 
Raphael Mathias Stein, Oklahoma City, Okla.; Albert F. Straub, 
Carlinville, Ill.; George A. Vaughan, Fayetteville, Ark.; Rob- 
ert E. Wigginton, Leonardtown, Md. 


BOLLWORM QUARANTINE AND REGULATIONS 


Secretary of Agriculture Wallace has announced a revision 
of the quarantine and regulations relating to the pink bollworm 
of cotton, effective March 15. No change was made in the 
areas under regulation, which now include six entire counties 
and part of another in Arizona, twelve in New Mexico, and 
thirty-five counties and parts of two others in Texas. The pur- 
pose of the revision, it was said, was chiefly to clarify the re- 
quirements. To meet the need for a more flexible means of 
administering the requirements, the chief of the Bureau of 
Entomology and Plant Quarantine is authorized by this revision 
of the quarantine, to modify, by administrative instructions, the 
restrictions, in accordance with the facts as to pest risk. 


— 
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N. Y. SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


The regulation of port to port rates was opposed by the 
Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York at its meeting 
March 8. It was a reaffirmation of the stand previously taken 
with regard to the regulation of water carriers. 

The Conference expressed its views again on the motion 
of George F. Hichborn, general traffic manager of the U. S. 
Rubber Products, Inc., based on a report submitted by Walter 
H. Brusche, assistant traffic manager of the Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation, chairman of the committee on legislation. He sug- 
gested that the resolution should not apply to coastwise and 
intercoastal rates. The report had reference to the Bland bill 
(H. R. 4307), now pending in Congress, which would make all 
common carriers by water in interstate commerce subject to 
the provisions of the shipping act of 1916. The bill also pro- 
poses to form a Joint Transportation Board of the Maritime 
Commission and the I. C. C. No recommendation was made 
by the committee because it said it could not agree as to 
whether the Maritime Commission or the I. C. C. should be 
designated as the regulatory agency. It expressed the belief 
that legislation of all domestic water carriers “will be eventually 
passed” and suggested that some definite action be taken on 
such legislation. 

The Conference also opposed S. 1170 which it was said in 
another report by the committee would “emasculate” the fourth 
section of the interstate commerce act by restoring the quali- 
fying language reading, “under substantially similar circum- 
stances.” The Conference has previously declared itself to be 
“unalterably opposed to the long and short haul clause of the 
fourth section.” It contended that it should be up to the rail- 
roads to justify the proposed changes of rates. 

W. L. Thornton, Jr., traffic manager of the Port Authority 
of New York, was authorized by the Conference to represent 
it at a hearing in Chicago on March 13 by the Maritime Com- 
mission on Docket 513 in an investigatiton instituted by the 
commission relating to the contract routing restrictions under 
certain agreements of the Trans-Atlantic Steamship Conference. 
This investigation, Mr. Thornton reported, “is the result of a 
communication addressed to the Maritime Commission by the 
attorneys-general of several midwestern states in which it is 
claimed that the clause of the contract which provides that 
all shipments must be delivered to the conference lines at one 
of the Atlantic ports is “unjustly discriminatory, unfair and 
operates to the detriment of the commerce of the United 
States.” Mr. Thornton foresaw diversion of traffic as a result 
of the contract. 

The entire board of the Conference was reelected. It con- 
sists of Robert A. Cooke, traffic manager of the Publishers’ 
Association of New York, chairman; George O. Griffith, Pro- 
prietary Agencies, Inc., first vice-chairman; Wm. R. Settgas, 
American Tobacco Company, second vice-chairman; R. H. 
Goebel, Rubber Manufacturers’ Association, secretary-treasurer. 

The Conference went on record as opposed to the pro- 
ceedings brought by the State of New Jersey vs. the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad, known as the New Jersey lighterage 
case. A committee will be named to frame the grounds of the 
opposition to be offered before the I. C. C. on behalf of New 
York business interests. A. C. Welsh is chairman of the 
committee. 

The Conference decided it would take an active part in the 
investigation of intercoastal rates and practices to be opened 
by the Maritime Commission March 30. It will ask for a New 
York hearing. 

A motion to take a stand on the proposed regulation of 
the hours of service, standard equipment, and safety of private 
motor truck operators by the I. C. C. was rejected. A special 
committee may, however, be named to investigate the whole 
subject and to bring in a report dealing with it. 


RATES FROM STOCKTON, CALIF. 


The Maritime Commission in No. 460, Sun-Maid Raisin 
Growers Association and Sunland Sales Cooperative Associa- 
tion vs. Blue Star Line, Ltd., et al., embracing also No. 461, 
Stockton Port District vs. Same, and No. 464, Stockton Traffic 
Bureau et al. vs. Same, has found unjustly discriminatory, un- 
duly prejudicial, and unduly preferential rates from Stockton, 
Calif., to United Kingdom and continental European ports ap- 
plied on canned goods, dried fruit, cotton, pencil slats, and other 
commodities. It has found them unlawful to the extent they 
exceed rates on like traffic to the same ports from San Fran- 
cisco, Oakland, Alameda, Los Angeles Harbor, and San Diego, 
Calif.; Portland, St. John’s Terminal, and Astoria, Ore.; Seat- 
tle, Tacoma, Everett, Bellingham, Olympia, Grays Harbor, and 
Longview, Wash.; Vancouver, Victoria, and New Westminster, 
B. C. Reparation has been denied. 
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The defendants are required, not later than April 30, to 
cease and desist from publishing, demanding, or collecting on 
shipments from Stockton rates which exceed those on like traf- 
fic from San Francisco and the other ports before mentioned. 

Defendants are members of the Pacific Coast European 
Conference, and the complainant in No. 461 requested, in ad- 
dition to asking for a cease and desist order, asked a require- 
ment that the defendants provide reasonably adequate service 
from Stockton if they desired to continue to function in concert. 

Concerning the matter of service, the Maritime Commission 
said that in the absence of a showing of undue prejudice it had 
no authority to require carriers to serve a port. The commis- 
sion said that the conference agreement contained no provision 
which would prevent or which authorized the conference to pre- 
vent any carrier serving Stockton or any other port which it 
desired to serve. 


N. Y. FOREIGN TRADE ZONE 
The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Repulsed by the city Board of Estimate and Apportion- 
ment at a meeting March 3 when $389,000 was appropriated 
for the construction of vegetable oil tanks, a utility building, 
water tower, and other improvements at the foreign trade 
zone at Staten Island, officials of several large warehouse com- 
panies and a number of individual warehousemen, served notice 
March 6 that they would seek redress in the courts in order 
to stop the city from spending this money on the zone, which 
is being run by a private company for the city. 

One of the members of the board who voted against the 
appropriation and championed the cause of the private ware- 
house companies, told the protestants to go to the courts for 
relief since the board of estimate refused it. 

The private warehouse companies have for some time been 
seeking to avoid going to the courts provided the city would 
agree to join them in placing the controversy before the For- 
eign Trade Zones Board at Washington and let it pass on the 
case. 

The Dock Department, which asked for the appropriation, 
said the proposed improvements were necessary to place the 
piers at Staten Island in usable condition as required under 
the lease with zone operators and that the additional facilities 
were needed “to meet the demands of shippers and importers.” 
This the warehousemen denied. They charged that the zone 
was being used as a city commercial storage warehouse and at 
cut rates that resulted in diverting business from the private 
warehouses which pay millions of dollars a year in taxes to 
the city while the zone pays no taxes, and they alleged that 
they were not raising their protests against a foreign trade 
zone, but because the zone was being used for purposes for 
which it was never designed, inasmuch as little re-export busi- 
ness for which it was intended, was being done there. 

The position of the city, as outlined by Newbold Morris, 
president of the City Council, who presided, is that the exist- 
ence of the zone encourages shippers to bring goods to the port, 
especially when they are not sure of their ultimate disposal. 
He declared that shippers desired to bring goods into a neutral 
zone where they did not have to pay duty and the cost of 
bonded warehouses. There were various conveniences in a 
neutral zone, he said, that could not be had in a private ware- 
house. 

The trade zone is operated by a private company which, 
under the terms of its lease, is entitled to take sixty per cent 
of the net receipts and the first $50,000 of annual income, while 
the city gets forty per cent, which, it is claimed, does not cover 
at present, the amount the city has to pay for a large super- 
vising staff. 


REGULATION OF WATER CARRIERS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant ma- 
rine and fisheries, said at the opening of hearings March 7 on 
his bill, H. R. 4307, providing for regulation by the Maritime 
Commission of all common carriers by water in interstate com- 
merce, that “if we cannot get together on something we will 
be under the Interstate Commerce Commission” (see Traffic 
World, Feb. 25, p. 443). 

Reference was made by the chairman to the hearings on 
the Lea transportation bill, before the House committee on in- 
terstate and foreign commerce, asserting that bill would place 
water carriers substantially under the regulation of the I. C. C. 
He pointed out that coastwise and intercoastal carriers had 
been brought under regulation of the Maritime Commission 
while inland water carriers were still unregulated. He be- 
lieved that, considering the proposed legislation pending before 
Congress, the time was coming when something was going to 
be done about the inland carriers. 
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Chairman Bland said he had not heard from a suggestion 
made by him to Chairman Lea that it might be well that a 
committee composed of members from the standing committees 
of Congress that had to do with transportation regulation be 
appointed to make a thorough study of the whole field and 
report back to Congress with its recommendations. 

Witnesses heard by the committee at the opening session 
included Ira L. Ewers, for the American Merchant Marine 
Institute; Walter Peterson, for the Pacific American Steamship 
Owners Association, and Cleveland A. Newton, for the Missis- 
sippi Valley Association. Eugene Acherson, of the Maritime 
Commission, who assisted in the preparation of the bill, sub- 
mitted a statement explaining its provisions, though he did not 
appear for the commission. 

Mr. Ewers said the Institute took no position with respect 
to regulation of carriers on the inland waterways or Great 
Lakes. The Institute, said he, was opposed to the Lea bill. 
He indicated that additional legislation was not desired at this 
time. Mr. Peterson said there was enough regulation now. 

The Mississippi Valley Association, said Mr. Newton, was 
opposed to any regulation of port-to-port rates on the inland 
waterways and that it did not want the water carriers to be 
under the Commission. The water lines would be run off the 
rivers if the Lea or Bland bills were passed, said he, charging 
there had been misleading propaganda as to the financial con- 
dition of the railroads. 

Having recessed from March 7 to 9, the House commit- 
tee on merchant marine and fisheries on the latter date con- 
cluded its hearings on the Bland bill after it heard J. K. 
Hiltner, chairman of the intercoastal and coastwise trans- 
portation committee of the National Industrial Traffic League, 
present the League’s position against further regulation of 
water carriers. Chairman Bland said statements might be 
filed with the committee. Mr. Hiltner said he also appeared 
for the Commercial Traffic Managers of Philadelphia. 

Mr. Hiltner said the League was on record as favoring 
the fixation of rates and regulations for the different modes 
of transportation based on the inherent advantages of each 
form of transportation. He said the cost of water transporta- 
tion was generally much less than the cost of rail trans- 
portation; that the aggregate water tonnage was but a small 
percentage of the aggregate tonnage transported by all forms 
of transportation and therefore it was the opinion of the 
League that further regulation of water carriers could not 
bring any substantial relief to other forms of transportation. 

Before any additional legislation was enacted, said he, 
thorough test should be given the recent authority conferred 
on the Maritime Commission to fix both maximum and mini- 
mum rates as provided in the amendment to the merchant 
marine act, 1936. 

It was believed that action by the merchant marine 
committee on the Bland bill would depend on what was done 
with water carrier regulation in the Lea bill by the inter- 
state commerce committee. If regulation by the Commission 
of water lines were recommended by the latter committee, it 
was believed that the merchant marine committeee would 
become active on the Bland bill. 


MEMBERSHIP IN CONFERENCES 


Examiner Robert M. Furniss, of the Maritime Commission, 
in a proposed report in No. 503, Hind, Rolph & Co., Inc., et al. 
vs. Compagnie Generale TransAtlantique (French Line) et al., 
embracing also No. 504, Same vs. Same, and No. 505, Same vs. 
Same, has recommended that the commission find that defend- 
ants’ refusal to admit complainant, Brodin Line, to member- 
ship in the Capca Freight Conference, West Coast Central 
America, Mexico-North Pacific Northbound Conference, and/or 
Pacific-West Coast of South America Conference while at the 
same time binding practically all the shippers in the trades to 
exclusive patronage contracts, has resulted in unjust discrimina- 
tion, was unfair as between complainants and defendants, and 
subjected complainants to undue and unreasonable prejudice 
and disadvantage. The examiner said that defendants should 
be allowed ten days within which to admit complainants to full 
and equal membership in the conference, and if on the expira- 
tion of that time they had not done so, consideration should be 
given to the question of issuing an order disapproving the con- 
ference agreements, Nos. 6170, 3591 and 4630. 

Complainants alleged that defendants’ refusal to admit 
Brodin Line to membership in the conferences mentioned, and de- 
fendants’ system of exacting exclusive patronge contracts from 
shippers of cargo in the trades were unjustly discriminatory 
and unfair, subjected complainants to undue and unreasonable 
prejudice and disadvantage, created an undue and unreasonable 
preference or advantage to certain shippers, and operated to 
the detriment of the commerce of the United States in violation 
of sections 15, 16, and 17 of the shipping act, 1916. 
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Defendants, the report said, rested their case on a show- 
ing that the respective trades were now amply supplied by 
their vessels and that there was no need for additional service. 
On brief, it said, they urged that complainants should not be 
considered qualified to become members of the conferences 
since they were not regularly engaged as a common carrier 
by water in any of the trades. 

The examiner said the act did not empower any carrier or 
group of carriers under agreement to keep any other carrier 
from engaging in commerce. The record, he said, left no room 
for doubt that complainant, Brodin Line, was fully qualified to 
operate in the trades, and “complies with all the requirements 
of conference membership.” 


INTERCOASTAL TIME CHARTER RATE 


Examiner C. W. Robinson, of the Maritime Commission, in 
a proposed report in No. 506, intercoastal time charter rate of 
Mallory Transport Lines, Inc., has recommended the commis- 
sion find that for regulatory purposes the operations of Mallory 
Transport Lines, Inc., are actually those of C. D. Mallory Cor- 
poration. He said that a tariff filed by the former should be 
stricken from the commission’s files. He also proposed that 
C. D. Mallory Corporation be found a common carrier subject 
to the intercoastal shipping act, 1933. 

By schedules filed to become effective November 26, 1938, 
Mallory Transport Lines, Inc., proposed to establish a time- 
charter rate of $1.60 a “deadweight ton per month’ for the 
steamship Malantic from Atlantic to Pacific ports by way of the 
Panama Canal. Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association, 
according to the report, requested rejection of the tariff as not 
being in compliance with the intercoastal shipping act, 1933, 
and the commission’s tariff circular No. 2, or in the alternative, 
that the tariff be suspended if accepted for filing. The tariff, 
said the report, was placed on file and was suspended until 
March 26, 1939. 

The examiner quoted the respondent’s witness to the effect 
that the Mallory group consisted, among others not before 
named, C. D. Mallory & Co., Inc., Boat Owning and Operating 
Co., Seminole Steamship Co., Malston Steamship Co., and Ard- 
more Steamship Co. 

Cutting through this inter-corporate maze, it is not diffi- 
cult, says the examiner, to conclude that C. D. Mallory Cor- 
poration is accountable for the acts of Mallory Transport Lines, 
Inc. Necessarily, therefore, the examiner said, the suspended 
tariff, assuming the duty to file it at all, should have been 
filed by Corporation. In the circumstances, he said, the sus- 
pended tariff should be stricked from the commission’s files. 

The examiner said that in the proper exercise of its regula- 
tory functions, it was the duty of the commission to examine 
with great care the operations of interrelated carrier organi- 
zations to determine whether there was a violation of the ship- 
ping acts by means of subterfuge. He said that under the 
criteria laid down by the Supreme Court it was inescapable 
that C. D. Mallory Corporation was essentially a common 
carrier. 


CHARLESTON, S. C., RATES 

The Maritime Commission has by order in No. 516, North 
Carolina Line—rates to and from Charleston, S. C., suspended 
until July 9, the proposed initial establishment of class and 
commodity rates and rules and regulations relating thereto 
between Baltimore, Md., and Charleston, S. C., published in 
North Carolina Line, incorporated tariffs U. S. M. C. Nos. 5 
and 6 and supplement No. 3 to U. S. M. C. No. 3. 

The North Carolina Line operates on the Chesapeake Bay 
and the intra-coastal canal to Wilmington, N. C. The inland 
stream from Wilmington to Charleston, S. C., has recently 
been dredged to a depth of 8 feet, and the North Carolina Line 
proposes to extend its service from Wilmington to Charleston 
by transshipment from Wilmington to smaller vessels. The 
proposed rates to and from Charleston are approximately 5 
per cent lower than the rates of Bull Steamship Line, which 
protested the establishment of the rates. It contended that the 
establishment of rates lower than rates maintained to and from 
Charleston by ocean coastwise carriers would force such car- 
riers to meet the reduction not only at Charleston but probably 
to make corresponding reductions at other south Atlantic ports. 

The Commission suspended the proposed rates and, with a 
view to expediting decision in the case, set the case for hear- 
ing at Charleston on March 17, before Examiner John A. 
Russell. 


M. C. HEARINGS 

The Maritime Commission has assigned No. 514, inter- 
coastal rate structure, for hearing March 30, before Examiner 
Robert M. Furniss, in the Departmental Auditorium, Washing- 
ton, D. C. A proposed report will be issued. 
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EXPORT BILL OF LADING 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


A revision of the provisions of the export bill of lading 
which the National Industrial Traffic League deems necessary 
on account of the passage of the carriage of goods by sea act 
was submitted to the Commission, March 6, by E. S. Guber- 
nator, chairman of the League’s bill of lading committee at 
a hearing by Examiner Copenhafer in No. 4844, export bill 
of lading. The revision, Mr. Gubernator said, had been dis- 
cussed at the League’s annual meetings in 1937 and 1938 and 
had been approved by the organization. 

In general, said Mr. Gubernator, the sequence of the 
present bill of lading had been preserved in the revision. 
In the main, he said, the suggested language followed that 
of the carriage of goods by sea act almost verbatim, the only 
differences being of a grammatical nature to smooth off 
rough edges and connect up the new language with the old. 
In some instances, he said, several separate provisions were 
consolidated requiring rephrasing. However, he added, the 
essence of each provision had been preserved. 

Suggestions for revision were also submitted by James 
Sinclair, chairman of the Trans-Atlantic Associated Freight 
Conferences. One of the suggestions he submitted was of 
the paragraph relating to general average. That suggestion 
was the work of Mr. Sinclair and Roscoe H. Hupper, counsel 
for the ocean carriers. 

Luther M. Walter, counsel for the National Industrial 
Traffic League, objected to consideration of the general average 
provision on the ground that it was not required by the 
carriage of goods by sea act and therefore outside the scope 
of the further hearing in the bill of lading case as ordered 
by the Commission. The inquirer, however, admitted that 
and other proposals of the ship lines subject to Mr. Walter’s 
objections. 

The objection was on the ground that neither the League 
nor its members had had an opportunity to consider the 
proposal and was not required by the carriage of goods by 
sea act. Mr. Walter wanted to know why this language was 
proposed as a substitute for the provision relating to general 
average which had been inserted in the bill of lading by the 
Commission years ago. Mr. Hupper argued that the carriage 
of goods by sea act required a revision of the general average 
provision and that revision was necessary so as to persuade 
lines not flying the American flag to adopt the American bill 
of lading. He pointed out that there were many more foreign 
line ships carrying goods from American ports than American 
ships engaged in that trade. 


In the discussion of the matter some of which was on 
and some of which was off the record, Mr. Walter suggested 
that Mr. Hupper apply to the Commission for a broadening 
of its reopening order so as definitely to make revision of 
the general average provision in order. Mr. Hupper, however, 
was not inclined to make such an application. He said that 
he had not consulted with clients on that point. Mr. Walter 
suggested that if Mr. Hupper’s reluctance was due in any 
degree to fear that he might thereby be subjecting clients to 
a jurisdiction they did not care to admit, that he, Mr. Walter, 
might himself make application for such a broadening. Later 
he said he would not do that, deeming his offer too generous. 

The general average proposal of the ship lines which 
caused the argument between counsel follows: 


General average shall be adjusted and payable according to the 
provisions therefor contained in the port bill of lading of the ocean 
carrier receiving the goods hereunder. In the event of accident, dan- 
ger, damage, or disaster, before or after commencement of the voyage 
rsulting from any cause whatsoever, whether due to negligence or not, 
for which, or for the consequence of which, the carrier is not respon- 
sible, by statute, contract, or otherwise, the goods, shippers, consignees, 
or owners of the goods shall contribute with the carrier in general 
average to the payment of any sacrifices, losses, or expenses of a gen- 
eral average nature that may be made or incurred, and shall pay sal- 
vage and special charges incurred in respect of the goods. If a salving 
ship is owned or operated by the carrier, salvage shall be paid for as 
fully as if such salving ship or ships belong to strangers. Such de- 
posit as the carrier or his agents may deem sufficient to cover the es- 
timated contribution of the goods and any salvage and special charges 
thereon shall, if required, be made by the goods, shippers, consignees 
or owners of the goods to the carrier before delivery. 


Mr. Hupper said he could not consent to the elimination 
from the general average paragraph the sentence saying that 
“if a salvage ship is owned or operated by the carrier, salvage 
shall be paid for as fully as if such salving ship or ships 
belong to strangers.” Mr. Walter suggested that that sentence 
would make possible gouging of the shipper by the carrier. 
Mr. Hupper retorted that shippers had very little interest in 
the matter for the reason that they dealt with insurance 
underwriters and not with the ships themselves. Mr. Walter 
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said that the underwriters naturally would base their rates 
to shippers on costs incurred by them in settling claims and 
that in the end the shipper would have to bear the burden. 
Mr. Hupper answered by saying that there was no reason 
why an underwriter should be relieved of expense simply 
because the salving ship might be a sister ship of the one in 
distress. 

Oscar R. Houston, counsel for underwriters, said the part 
of the general average paragraph relating to deposits was a 
radical change from United States practice. 

Vessel interests also proposed a substitute for paragraph 
3(a)(b) in the export bill of lading relating to the loss or 
damage to or in connection with goods exceeding in actual 
value $500. In paragraph (b) it was provided that unless 
notice of loss or damage and the general nature of such loss 
or damage was given in writing, removal of the goods into 
the custody of the person entitled to delivery thereof, the 
removal should be prima facie evidence of the delivery of 
the goods as described in the bill of lading. 

It provides also that if the loss is not apparent, notice 
must be given within 3 days of delivery, and that suits in 
respect of loss or damage are to be brought within one year 
after the delivery of the goods or the date when the goods 
should have been delivered. 

H. E. Reed, speaking for the American Institute of Under- 
writers, supported the revision proposed by the National In- 
dustrial Traffic League. Harvey B. Bolton, representing the 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Co., supported a proposal made 
by the ocean carriers that in case of conflict between the 
through export bill of lading and the port-to-port bill of the 
ship line, the latter should govern. 

It was agreed between Mr. Hupper and Mr. Walter that 
they would make efforts to come to an agreement on points 
in dispute between now and May 1 on which date briefs on 
the subject will have to be filed. Examiner Copenhafer said 
that a proposed report would be issued. 


AUTO RATES INQUIRY 


The Maritime Commission has made thirty-three additional 
companies, which appear to be transporting automobiles on 
coal and ore vessels, respondents in its docket No. 511. This 
proceeding is an investigation into the lawfulness of the rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices of carriers subject to 
the shipping act, 1916, as amended, for and in connection with 
the transportation of automobiles, set up, on the Great Lakes. 


LUMBER COMPANY PETITION DENIED 


The Maritime Commission has denied complainant’s peti- 
tion for reconsideration of the report and order in No. 421, 
B. M. Arthur Lumber Co., Inc., vs. American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Co. 


WATER LINE FREIGHT FIGURES 

With a view to obtaining help for itself in controversies 
pertaining to joint rail and water rates, the Commission has 
amended its rules regarding freight commodity statistics of 
carriers by water. The amended rules require that beginning 
with the calendar year, 1939, and thereafter until further order, 
carriers by water, subject to the provisions of section 20 of the 
interstate commerce act, shall report annually the tonnage 
of revenue freight carried and the freight revenue separated 
between “joint rail and water traffic,” and “all other traffic,” 
for each of the several classes of commodities named in the 
order of January 31, 1929. The order says the separation as 
between joint rail and water traffic, and all other traffic may 
be omitted for L. C. L. freight which is not distributed among 
the other designated classes. 

Need for such separation was disclosed at a hearing in New 
Orleans last December in No. 26712, rail and barge joint rates. 
Commissioner Miller, who was presiding, asked for figures for 
some year other than 1933. Figures for that year had been 
placed in the record of the case dealing with the differential 
between all-rail and rail and water rates, particularly of the 
government’s barge line on the Mississippi and other rivers. 
He was told that the Commission did not require such a separa- 
tion. 

At the suggestion of Commissioner Miller, the Commission 
amended its order of January 31, 1929, so as to require for 
this and following years such separation as will enable the 
Commission to ascertain for any period the earnings of carriers 
by water on their port-to-port rates and on their joint rates 
with railroads. 


FREIGHT CLAIM DIVISION MEETING 
The annual meeting of the Freight Claim Division, As- 
sociation of American Railroads, will be held at St. Louis, 
May 23-25. 
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SALES CONTESTS BY TRANSPORT 
COMPANIES 


(By Charles E. Parks) 


A sales contest by a transportation company is not only 
feasible but profitable in many ways aside from the increased 
volume of traffic that results, if the experiences of several large 
trucking companies are a criterion. One large trucking com- 
pany operating in the west has conducted two such contests in 
the last two winters and found the results worth while. 

The first winter it conducted what it termed a “Payloader 
Drive.” Last winter its bid for traffic was a “Give ’Em the 
Service” campaign. The main purposes of the campaign were 
to hold up winter revenues when they are normally down and 
to enable the management to obtain some new and better sell- 
ing ideas. Both objectives were achieved. In the last drive 
the revenue quota for December, January, and February was 
$657,896. The drive produced $588,000, or 89 per cent, but 
an increase of $12,944 over the corresponding period of the 
previous year. In addition to this increased revenue the com- 
pany also was enabled to produce some economies and greater 
efficiency in some of its operations, create more favorable public 
= get an increased back haul, and more revenue a unit 
mile. 

The campaign last year cost the company $3,816, or 65/100 
of 1 per cent of its gross revenue for the three months. Of 
this amount, $2,271 represented the cost of prizes going to 
employes, $1,545 covering the cost of conducting the contest. 

To get the interest of employes, all of whom were enlisted 
in the drive except officers and department heads, the com- 
pany’s main reliance was on prizes. An elaborate prize book 
listing and illustrating numerous articles was distributed to 
all who took part. A committee was designated to conduct the 
campaign and pass on the elegibility of the employes to receive 
the prizes. 


Many sales executives do not believe in sales contests be- 
cause of the let-down in sales after the contest closes. This 
result was avoided by this company because it was not merely 
a contest to get business but was utilized to get selling ideas 
aimed to develop a real sales program and to encourage all 
employes to make a wider use and become familiar with new 
merchandising methods. How this was accomplished can be 
noted from the method by which the points were determined. 
The schedule of points were as follows: 


1. For each traffic tip turned in that actually produced business— 
15 points. 


2. For the best sales or solicitation suggestion turned in each month 
—3,000 points; next four best—600 points each. 


3. For every reduction of O S & D's issued against each station as 
compared to twelfth previous month—30 points. 


4. For the best economy suggestion received each month—3,000 
points. 


5. For the best instance of unusual service rendered a shipper each 
month—3,000 points. 

6. To employe arranging best publicity in the month—2,000 points. 

7. To every agent or employe giving a talk about the company or 
about motor freighting generally before a Rotary Club, Kiwanis, 
chamber of commerce, etc.—200 points. 


8. For the best suggestion for improving the service—3,000 points. 
9. For the best sales, economy, or service suggestion received from 
the wife or other member of the family of an employe—1,500 points. 


Every contestant obtaining 200 points or more got a sterling 
silver replica of the company’s trademark in the form of a lapel 
pin. 

To retain the interest of the employes in the drive quota 
teams were organized at stations and bulletins were issued 
regularly giving the names of all prize winners and such other 
news as developed in the campaign. Also a certain amount of 
showmanship was injected in the form of rallies, speeches, free 
dinners, telegrams, and letters of congratulations to successful 
contestants. 

It was discovered that the deliverymen and employes at 
the smaller stations entered into the contest with the most 
zest. The mechanical force—garagemen and mechanics—took 
practically no part, and road drivers very little. The office em- 
ployes were not able to do much to promote bus'ness, though 
all the classifications of employes entered economy and other 
suggestions tending to better service. Revenues were main- 
tained or increased principally by the efforts of those actually 
contacting shippers. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 
MC F-728, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., pur- 
chase, Gibbs Bus Line, Inc. Time for filing exceptions to 
recommended order extended to March 13. 
I. & S. M-404, commodities (leather) from the south to the 
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north. Time for filing exceptions to recommended order ex- 
tended to March 10. 

MC 373, Charles M. Leith, common carrier application. 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
March 20. 

MC 65297, Wilfred Dewey Lovie, common carrier applica- 
tion. Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended 
to March 20. 








HIGHWAY CONFERENCE TO FIGHT RAILS 


Accusing the railroads of engaging in a nation-wide cam- 
paign for the enactment of federal and state laws imposing 
excessive burdens on highway transportation, the National 
Highways Users’ Conference, according to an announcement 
made by it, “highway users” would fight back. The Conference 
asserted the railroads were advocating enactment of such laws 
to — competition” at the expense of the consuming 
public. 

The “punitive activities on the part of the railroads,” the 
Conference asserted, were “in direct violation of a railroad- 
highway user agreement that, ‘no legislation should be enacted 
which has for its purpose the stifling of any legitimate form 
of transportation.” It also asserted the efforts had resulted in 
legislation of the kind condemned by Agriculture Secretary 
Wallace in a study just completed on the effects of “state trade 
barriers in marketing farm products.” 

The “fight back” policy, the Conference said, would be pur- 
sued while it would continue to adhere to the principles in the 
railroad-highway user agreement. It added that the users 
would undertake to expose all railroad schemes to “equalize 
competition” by restricting the use of the highways, the effect 
of which would be to increase transportation costs to the 
public. Notwithstanding the agreement, made in 1933, the Con- 
ference said the railroads had since increased their attacks on 
highway transportation. It listed as attacks against highway 
transportation, among other things, testimony of railroad rep- 
resentatives in hearings held by a subcommittee of the Senate 
committee on interstate commerce a year ago, the bill in Con- 
gress proposed by the railroads, and state laws establishing 
“ports of entry.” 

“These railroad efforts,” says the Conference announce- 
ment, “are aimed at the average motorist as well as at the 
operator of a commercial vehicle. If fully effective, the result 
would be to keep the family car locked in the garage.” 


STATUS OF PICK-UP CARRIERS 


All phases as to the status of motor vehicle operators en- 
gaged in pick-up and delivery service have been again discussed 
before the Commission in reargument in MC 65771, Dick’s 
Transfer and Terminal contract carrier application. In that 
case the Commission decided the applicant operated as a con- 
tract carrier when it served in pick-up and delivery service for 
three over-the-road operators at Pittsburgh, Pa. Commissioner 
Eastman dissented, holding that the transfer company was ex- 
empt and that if it was not it was a common carrier. 

Those participating in the arguments were John R. Turney, 
representing Great Central Transport, Detroit, and carriers in 
various cities throughout the country; C. E. Cotterill, the Middle 
Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference; Earl Girard, Chi- 
cago-Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., and Robert E. Quirk, 
Buffalo Delivery, Inc., that company performing service at Buf- 
falo similar to that performed by Dick’s Transfer at Pittsburgh. 

The attorneys went over the grounds stated in various dis- 
cussions of the question of the status of the terminal service 
operators ranging from the contention that they were all ex- 
empt to the contention that they were all common carriers, and, 
in the latter status, subject to all the provisions of the motor 
act and in the case of exemption subject to none of its provisions 
except as they relate to safety. 


DISPUTE ABOUT MOTOR RIGHTS SALE 


Arguments before the Commission, division 5, in MC 69963, 
M. W. Twigg common carrier application, revolved around the 
question as to what rights Twigg had sold to operate between 
Cumberland, Md., and Pittsburgh, Pa., when he made a con- 
tract of sale with Horton Motor Lines of Charlotte, N. C. 
The latter asked the division to deny a certificate to Twigg 
to operate as a common carrier of general commodities between 
the cities metioned on the ground that he had transferred his 
rights to Horton. An examiner has recommended grant of the 
certificate under the grandfather clause. 

In behalf of Twigg it was pointed out that the richts sold 
were those of Twigg doing business as Twigg Motor Express. 
Twigg Transfer Co., operating over another route between the 
two cities, it was claimed, was not covered by the sale. In 


behalf of Horton it was suggested that Twigg could not have 
his cake and eat it, too. 
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March 11, 1939 


ILLINOIS TRUCK LEGISLATION 


Dangerous precedents, opening the door to more restric- 
tive legislation in the future and nullifying the public benefits 
of highway transportation regulation to date, would be estab- 
lished if the proposed “Illinois truck act” (S. B. 93 and H. B. 
151) and companion bills were enacted by the Illinois General 
Assembly in their present form, says Chester G. Moore, chair- 
man of the board of the Central Motor Freight Association. 
Arrangements have been made by this and other organiza- 
tions to oppose the bills when brought up for hearing March 15 
in Springfield. 

“Careful study of the proposed act reveals that the owner 
of every private truck using the state highways in intra-state 
traffic for any purpose would be brought under regulation in 
various forms,” said Mr. Moore. “This would include every 
farmer who uses a truck in transporting live stock or perish- 
ables to market or elsewhere.” 

According to figures used by the Department of Public 
Works and Buildings in its “Study of Highway Costs and Mo- 
tor Vehicles Taxation in Illinois,””’ Mr. Moore pointed out, farm 
trucks in 1936 totaled 40,620, or 20 per cent of all trucks regis- 
tered in Illinois. Other private trucks totaled 134,044, or 66 
per cent, while “for hire” trucks totaled 28,434, or only 14 per 
cent of the total truck registration in this state. 

“The act specifically exempts ‘farm tractors transporting 
or drawing implements of husbandry on the highways,’ but it 
does not exempt the more than 40,000 trucks used by the 
farmers themselves in transporting their products to market,” 
said Mr. Moore. ‘“‘A survey just completed by the Corn Belt Farm 
Dailies reveals that motor trucks last year transported up- 
wards of 35,000,000 head of live stock to the 68 leading central 
markets in this country. This represented almost 50 per cent 
of the live stock marketed, with a value of nearly a billion 
dollars, and set a new high in the percentage of live stock 
trucked to market. Of course, the Chicago market is the 
largest in the world. 

“The farmer, and every other owner of a private truck 
using our highways, will be called on to secure a certificate or 
permit for operation after the effective date of the act. He 
will be called on to pass the required truck safety tests and 
insure his truck under the ‘5 and 10’ P. L. and P. D. clause. In 
addition, he will be required to paint his name, address, permit 
number and weight of truck on the side of each vehicle used 
by him, while he may not add any ney equipment for his pri- 
vate use until he has complied with certain provisions of the 
act. 

“As a matter of fact, the act is full of ‘jokers’ so far as 
the farmer and other private truck operators are concerned. The 
department may designate routes through or around any city, 
village or incorporated town which they must follow. Also, 
they may be called upon to submit reports disclosing the na- 
ture of their operation, including a corny of any written con- 
tracts and memorandum of oral contracts. Furthermore, the 
farmer and every other private truck owner is subject to hours- 
of-service regulations for drivers—and likewise to all penalties 
imposed for infraction of the law as proposed.” 

The most serious threat to regulatory methods, established 
over a jeriod of years, in the provision placing complete ad- 
ministration of the act in the Department of Public Works and 
Buildings, says Mr. Moore. This would embrace every detail 
covered in the proposed bills—classification of trucks under the 
elaborate system set up, specification of routes, prescription 
of myriad shipping records, and even establishment of rates 
for certain classes of carriers subject to rate regulation, he 
says. 

“The effects of this provision,” he said, “would be vir- 
tually to set up a new department within the Department of 
Public Works and Buildings calling for a great increase in 
state payrolls—with a resultant increase in expense to the 
taxpayers. In many cases, there would be duplication of work 
now performed by the Illinois Commerce Commission, which 
in itself is a bad precedent. Other states place regulation of 
highway transportation under their public utility, railroad or 
commerce commission—as is also the case in Illinois at present. 

“A precedent of far reaching proportions would he estab- 
lished under the bill as it now stands, in creating a duel rate 
authority within the state. It would permit establishment of 
minimum joint rates between truck and rail carriers, thereby 
putting part of the rail rates under the Department of Public 
Works and Buildings, and leaving the rest under the Illinois 
Commerce Commission. This would cause conflicts in intra- 
state rate regulation, which would result in utter confusion 
among both shinners and the carriers themselves. 

“The department would be authorized to establish dif- 
ferent minimum rates for competitors in the same classifica- 
tion performing the same service. It also could establish min- 
imum rates by classifications, thereby creating conflicts be- 
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tween competitors operating under different classifications. 
Worst of all, from the standpoint of proper rate regulation, the 
department could publish rates for some classes of trucks and 
allow other carriers to publish their own tariffs at rates dif- 
ferent from those published by the department. This, despite 
the fact that the carriers whose rates are published by the 
department are under the same classification—and actually 
competitors between the same points and over the same routes 
—as the truck operators publishing their own tariffs. 

“The proposed act actually encourages discrimination in 
rates between various classes of trucks. Since rates estab- 
lished by the department may be based on operating expense 
plus a reasonable profit, including interest on investment in 
operating facilities, the more solid and reliable truck operators 
would rapidly be run out of business. Uniformity in rates and 
operating practices would become a thing of the past in Illi- 
nois, under the proposed regulatory bills.” 

The industrial traffic council of the Chicago Association of 
Commerce and the Illinois Territory Industrial Traffic League, 
which were the first to go on record publicly against the pro- 
posed act, will be represented at the hearing in Springfield 
March 15. Arthur H. Schwietert, chairman of the highway 
transportation committee of the league, is expected to be one 
of the important witnesses. 

The. Central Motor Freight Association, Inc., composed 
mostly of large common carriers in the Chicago area, will have 
approximately 100 of its members at the hearing. 


REGULATION OF LOCAL CARTERS 


Motor carriers have been watching with interest the fight 
of the Illinois Motor Truck Operators Association against the 
revived Chicago public cart ordinance. Two hearings were held 
on this ordinance this last week, on March 7 and 9, before Judge 
Oscar Caplan, of the Chicago municipal court. 

Two attorneys, representing the trucking association, 
brought up several questions in this litigation, which started 
when about 300 drivers of trucks in the Chicago area got arrest 
slips. The reenacted ordinance was scheduled to become effec- 
tive January 1, 1938. 

Attorneys A. W. Brussel and Harold Marks, representing 
the truck operators, declared the ordinance was invalid “because 
the city has not the power to regulate a public utility.” It could 
only do so, they contend, through action by the state legislature. 

The legislature gave the city power to regulate fares of pas- 
senger cars, but this has no reference to freight haulers, it is 
contended. 

It was also asserted that this amounted to double taxation 
of motor carriers; the trucker would pay this fee but get nothing 
in return, whereas the present license fees are exacted to pay 
for highways. 

The manner of enacting the ordinance was also attacked. 
It was more of a resolution than an ordinance, declared the 
attorneys for the carriers. 

Another point is made that the reenacted ordinance makes 
the “carter” a common carrier and, therefore, the measure is 
invalid. Almost all these so-called carters now are engaged, in 
part at least, in interstate commerce under the motor carrier 
act; therefore, it would be a burden on interstate commerce if 
the cart ordinance were enforced, it was contended. 

Assistant Corporation Counsels Geroulis and Cerza denied 
the ordinance said the carter was a common carrier and that 
these carters were engaged exclusively in interstate commerce. 

This tax means approximately $75,000 a year to the city of 
Chicago, declared attorneys for the city. If the court upholds 
the validity of the ordinance, the truck carriers will have to pay 
back taxes of $75,000 to cover the year 1938, it is stated. 

Judge Caplan has set March 16 for the filing of briefs. He 
will hear oral arguments March 21. He said he might render 
a decision about March 24. The truck association fighting the 
ordinance expects to have the law declared invalid. Walter E. 
McCarron, manager of the Illinois Motor Truck Operators Asso- 
ciation, declared the decision of Judge Caplan would be appealed 
to a higher court if his ruling went against the carriers. 





MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 165 Sub. No. 1, Pawnee Oil Co., contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 23; MC 1198, Margow Trucking, Inc., 
contract carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 1720 Sub. No. 
1, Wane A. Cook, extension of operations, as of Feb. 24; MC 
17530 Sub. No. 1, George Fedok, common carrier application, 
as of Feb. 23; MC 26369 Sub. No. 1, J. W. Walton, extension 
of operations, to Ector and Winkler counties, Tex., as of Feb. 
23; MC 26369 Sub. No. 2, J. W. Walton, extension of opera- 
tions, to west Texas area, as of Feb 23; MC 41116 Sub. No. 
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1, Ernest Roy Fogelman, extension, New Iberia, Franklin, as 
of Feb. 23; MC 42052, Jamison Pollock, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 23; MC 88173, Henry Johnson, common car- 
rier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 88227, L. L. Lincoln, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 88511, Harland H. 
Schulz, common carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 88816, 
C. Arthur Kruse, common carrier application, as of Feb. 23; 
MC 89078, L. D. McCord, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 23; MC 89082, John J. and George Leglier, common 
carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 89108, Stephen 
Califano, common carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 3442, 
Rollin Samuel Cole, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
21; MC 3442, Sub. No. 1, Rollin Samuel Cole, exten- 
sion of operations, as of Feb. 21; MC 12138, Bus Union 
Station of Wichita Falls, broker application, as of Feb. 20; 
MC 30003 Sub. No. 1, Thomas O. Lafayette, extension of 
operations, as of Feb. 20; MC 31980, Paul E. Bellamy, broker 
application, as of Feb. 20; MC 40600 Sub. No. 1, Frank J. 
Hathaway, common carrier application, Pittsburgh extension, 
as of Feb. 17; MC 45310 Sub. No. 1, Earl Struble, extension 
of operations, Indiana-Wisconsin, as of Feb. 20; MC 45582 
Sub. No. 1, W. A. McCune, extension of operation, as of Feb. 
21; MC 48347, J. E. Stein and C. A. Ladig, common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 17; MC 89038, Friesenborg Oil Co., 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 21; MC 89040, Edward 
A. Watts, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 17; MC 
89117, Howard B. Stead, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 20; MC 89304, D. J. La Faver, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 20; MC 89348, Robert Heston Shoemaker, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 20; MC 89512, Thomas 
Finlay Gressel, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 21; 
MC 93148, Harry White, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 20; MC 93327, G. A. Hollis, common carrier application, 
as of Feb. 18; MC 93439, J. P. Hollis, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 18; MC 94564, Coral C. and Robert L. 
Mebane, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 20; MC 94945, 
Stanely E. Hecker, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
20; MC 95638, Leo Grady, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 17; MC 271, J. C. Dunbar, common and contract carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 17; MC 11287, Millerton Motor Service 
Corporation, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 17; MC 
12027, Cross Transportation, Inc., broker application, as of Feb. 
17; MC 19647, Fred Mullen, Jr., contract carrier application, 
as of Feb. 17; MC 71378, Rapid Transit Co., common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 20; MC 73633 Sub. No. 1, Potomac Mo- 
tor Lines, Inc., Charles Town extension, as of Feb. 16; MC 
74155 Sub. No. 1, Grover C. Wellington, common carrier ap- 


plication, as of Feb. 14; MC 86291 Sub. No. 1, Harry Mur- 
dock, extension of operations, Massachusetts, as of Feb. 18; 
MC 88434, J. C. Carson, common carrier application, as of 
Feb. 17; MC 88660, Edward Shelly, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 17; MC 88710, Louis Gendelman, common car- 


rier application, as of Feb. 20; MC 88728, Harold Brehmer, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 21; MC 88863, Vernon 
Edge, common carrier application, as of Feb. 14; MC 88868, 
Frank Rosson, common carrier application, as of Feb. 21; 
MC 88956, Millerton Motor Service Corporation, contract car- 
rier application, Rensselaer, as of Feb. 17; MC 89075, James 
McManus, common carrier application, as of Feb. 14; MC 
89315, M. J. Theimer, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 
20; MC 89325, Arthur Earskie Veyon, contract carrier appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 6; MC 89431, Paul B. Hentz, contract carrier 
application, as of Feb. 17; MC 89580, Mrs. Etha Milburn, con- 
tract carrier application, as of Feb. 17; MC 89624, Phil L. 
Tyler, common carrier application, as of Feb. 18; MC 90822, 
William Austin Fishel, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 
18; MC 91807 Sub. No. 1, Gabriel Moreton, extension, Pauls- 
boro, N. J., as of Feb. 17; MC 93068, John F. Radcliffe, con- 
tract carrier application, as of Feb. 18; MC 93620, James A. 
Jeffrey, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 20; MC 94285, 
Jimmie Moore, common carrier application, as of Feb. 14; 
MC-F 697, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., purchase, Superior 
Motor Freight Lines, Inc., as of Feb. 27; MC 59910 Sub. No. 1, 
Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co., extension of operations, as 
of Feb. 17; MC F-665, All States Freight, Inc., purchase, C. W. 
Alexander, as of March 2; MC 1513, Sub. No. 2, Ohio Greyhound 
Lines, Inc., common carrier extension, new U. S. Highway 42, 
as of Feb. 24; MC 12098, Nelson-Westerberg, Inc., broker appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 24; MC 12100, Robert Faillo, broker applica- 
tion, as of Feb. 24; MC 25746, Sub. No. 1, Raymond T. Kern, 
extension of operations, as of Feb. 27; MC 30230, Harry Pachall, 
contract carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 55479, Sub. 
No. 1, Amos J. Harshman, extension of operations, as of Feb. 
23; MC 67350, Sub. No. 1, J. J. Willis, extension of operation 
in Texas and New Mexico, as of Feb. 23; MC 76945, W. A. Goss, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 88208, Henry 
Janssen, common carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 88552, 
Charles Lacosse, Jr., common carrier application, as of Feb. 
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23; MC 89149, Ross Seed Co., contract carrier application, as 
of Feb. 27; MC 89159, Irving E. Burch, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 23; MC 89216, Stanley and Leo Taylor, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 89272, Loyal C. 
Butler, common carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 89301, 
Arthur Liner, common carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 
89306, Harry Schroeder, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
23; MC 89338, J. C. Davis, contract carrier application, as of 
Feb. 24; MC 89353, Emmit Lee Thompson, common carrier 
application, as of Feb. 23; MC 89424, Louis Usnik, Jr., contract 
carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 89428, Leo Lorett, com- 
mon carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 89448, W. A. Kelly, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 27; MC 89455, John C. 
Stacy, common carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 89492, 
A. R. Litzenberger, common carrier application, as of Feb. 
24; MC 89641, Gorecki Brothers, common carrier application, 
as of Feb. 23; MC 90165, Walter Born, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of Feb. 23; MC 90382, Charles M. Cameron, common 
carrier application, as of Nov. 12, 1938; MC 93157, H. W. John- 
son, common carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 93303, Le- 
land F. Colvin, common carrier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 
93647, Sub. No. 1, Mirto Bigsby, extension of operations, Ohio, 
as of Feb. 23; MC 93749, Robert H. Gray, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of Feb. 23; MC 93818, Saul Bilick, common car- 
rier application, as of Feb. 23; MC 94222, L. A. and J. J. Norris, 
common carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 94416, Carl 
Drayer, common carrier application, as of Feb. 24; MC 95242, 
Fletcher J. Allison, contract carrier application, as of Feb. 23; 
MC 95315, L. E. Bowen, contract carrier application, as of 
Feb. 24; MC 95634, Dale Marean, common carrier application, 
as of Feb. 24. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATION 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-800, Brynn W. 
Belyea, purchase, Hutchinson Transportation Co., has tem- 
porarily authorized, for a period not exceeding 180 days, lease 
of operating rights of Hutchinson Transportation Co. by Brynn 
W. Belyea, dba Belyea Truck Co., at a total rental not ex- 
ceeding $100 a month. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-799, Central 
Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, E. E. Craig, has authorized for 
a period not exceeding 180 days, lease of operating rights and 
property of E. E. Craig, dba Craig Motor Line, by Central 
Freight Lines, Inc. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carriers cases: 

MC 11893, Madge V. Cartwright and L. F. Butzer, com- 
mon carrier application; MC 88295, Carl H. Hansen, dba Sump- 
ter Stage, common carrier application, general commodities; 
MC 88466, Carl H. Hansen, dba Sumpter Stage, common car- 
rier application, passengers; MC 88562, Robert Bowers Skiles, 
common carrier application; MC 15030, Charles G. Caradonna, 
broker application; MC 92068, Paul P. Braungart, common car- 
rier application; MC 92068, Sub. No. 1, Paul P. Braungart, com- 
mon carrier application, new operation; MC F-700, Motor Ex- 
press, Inc., of Indiana, purchase, Cleveland, Columbus & Cin- 
cinnati Highway, Inc.; MC 1149, Harry E. Grimes, contract 
carrier application; MC 91089, W. E. Harrison, contract carrier 
application; MC 89427, D. W. Parker and K. N. Abbott, contract 
carrier application. 


TROLLEY-BUS OPERATION 

A total of 322,769,062 passengers traveled on trolley-busses 
in the United States in 1937, according to a report of the quin- 
quennial census of electrical industries made by the Census 
Bureau, Department of Commerce. 

A trolley-bus is a rubber-tired vehicle which steers like a 
motor-bus but is powered by overhead trolley wires similar 
to those employed for the operation of a street car, it was 
stated. The number of trolley-busses in operation in 1937 was 
1,655, their total mileage was 49,681,518 miles, with operating 
revenues amounting to $15,812,005, according to the Department 
of Commerce. 


MOTOR ACCOUNTS 

The Commission, by Commissioner Eastman, in Ex Parte 
MC 17, uniform system of accounts for Class I common and 
contract motor carriers of property, has exempted the Thames 
River Line, Inc., from the requirements of the uniform system 
of accounts for Class I common and contract motor carriers of 
property, effective January 1, 1938, until the further order of 
the Commission, provided that the accounts of the carrier are 
maintained in conformity with the accounting system described 
in a petition filed by it. 
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INTERSTATE TRADE BARRIERS 


State regulations of various kinds, including those relating 
to highway transportation, held to be barriers to interstate 
trade, are dealt with in a report submitted by the Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics to the Secretary of Agriculture, en- 
titled, “Barriers to Internal Trade in Farm Products.” 

Practically every state, says the report, has placed regula- 
tions and restrictions on interstate trade in foods and other 
commodities, including discriminatory inspection fees, license 
and taxes; conflicting food grading, labeling and packaging 
laws; and a bewildering maze of quarantines, embargoes and 
other impositions. 

Secretary of Agriculture Wallace, in a foreword to the 
report, said it was thought that the Constitution insured free 
trade between the states, but that today it could not be said 
that ‘‘we have free trade between the states.” 

“The heaviest burden for remedial action,” said he, “obvi- 
ously falls upon the states, but there may well be a number of 
things the federal government can do. Together, I hope we 
can map a continuous, vigorous, intelligent program of action 
to the end that state lines may again become broad highways 
of commerce, serving the general welfare.” 

Motor vehicle laws and regulations which restrict inter- 
state commerce in farm products could be modified, the report 
points out, by reciprocal agreements between the states, but 
if that is not forthcoming, federal action might be necessary. 
The use of federal grants-in-aid toward the objective of modi- 
fying such restrictive state laws and regulations is suggested as 
one possibility. Another might be a stipulation that “no further 
registrations could be required of any motor vehicle moving to 
interstate commerce which was properly registered in its home 
state and had, in addition, an Interstate Commerce Commission 
registration.” 

To remove existing discrimination against merchant-truck- 
ers, the bureau suggests that such merchants “should be charged 
a rental for the facilities provided for them, sufficient to pay 
the cost of those facilities. Fees for the privilege of doing busi- 
ness should be set at such levels that the per diem amount will 
be the same or virtually the same for the merchant-trucker as 
for the established merchant who does about the same daily 
volume of business.” 

The motor truck and the merchant-trucker have become 
the objects of widespread interstate regulation, restriction, and 
taxation, the bureau says, to the detriment of the common eco- 
nomic welfare. In the field of rail transportation, the bureau 
adds, are the problems of the relation of intrastate to interstate 
rates, and the question of interregional freight rates. 

Discussing problems of motor vehicle legislation—licenses 
and taxes; regulation of weights, size and equipment, and port- 
of-entry laws—it is stated that “although the chief purpose 
has been to regulate and to tax, not infrequently an important 
result has been to place a heavy burden upon interstate com- 
merce.” Some states—Arizona, Kansas, Oklahoma and Wyo- 
ming—go so far as to require practically all out-of-state trucks 
that come across the line to register and pay a fee, or to pay 
higher ton-mile taxes than trucks having only domestic licenses, 
says the report. 

The bureau says that “although no statistical measure is 
available, there is abundant testimony to the fact that registra- 
tion and ton-mile taxes are an important discouragement to 
interstate transportation.” Farmers frequently protest, it says, 
against the requirements of their own state on out-of-state 
trucks—as in Colorado and Georgia—and against the difficul- 
ties of diong business across state lines—as in Maine, Okla- 
homa, Missouri, South Dakota and other states. 

States enter reciprocity agreements to honor one another’s 
license plates, but these frequently break down, it is stated, 
and result in so-called “border wars.” “Some of these wars, 
like that between Pennsylvania and New Jersey (in 1932) have 
flared up for a few days, then died out completely. Others 
like that between Illinois and Wisconsin, have smouldered 
for years, with occasional violent outbreaks.” 

Every state has established a maximum gross or net weight 
for motor vehicles, the bureau says, “but the maximums per- 
mitted vary greatly and the methods of weight determination 
or limitation are maniford. Certain states determine permis- 
sible weights by formulas that take into account the distance 
in feet between the first and last axles; others make the basis 
tire width, wheel load, axle load, net load, or gross weight, 
either for a single vehicle or for specified combinations of 
vehicles.” 

Weight restrictions vary “from the 18,000 pounds author- 
ized in Kentucky and Tennessee to the 120,000 approved by 
Rhode Island. Significant from the standpoint of interstate 
commerce, continues the report, is the wide difference in per- 
missible maximums authorized by pairs of contiguous states. 
Connecticut allows gross weights of 40,000 pounds and Rhode 
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Island 120,000 pounds, Wyoming 48,000 and Montana 84,800, 
Kentucky 18,000 and Illinois 72,000.” 

Besides size and weight requirements, “there has been a 
mass of legislation having to do with particular parts of the 
truck or the equipment that must be carried. Lights, mufflers, 
fenders, steering gear, windshield wipers, defrosters, tool kits, 
fire extinguishers, locks and keys, bumpers, windshields, and 
fuel tanks have been the objects of extremely detailed, highly 
divergent and sometimes obscure legislation.” 

_ The bureau reports that “the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, under authority of the motor carrier act, 1935, has 
issued regulations that set up uniform safety and equipment 
standards for interstate carriers. By September 1, 1938, 14 
states had adopted these regulations for their intrastate vehicles 
and many other states had adopted them in part. On the other 
hand, state legislation having to do with size and weights con- 
tinues to be a considerable hindrance to interstate commerce.” 

Discussing port-of-entry legislation, it is reported that 
states have set up checking stations at points where main 
highways enter the state, and where officials halt traffic in or- 
der to subject motor vehicles to certain regulations, inspec- 
tions and taxes. Kansas has 66 ports of entry, Oklahoma 58. 
The Kansas plan has spread rapidly in one form or another, 
in Nebraska, Arizona, New Mexico, California, Idaho, Utah 
and Colorado. In California, Arizona and Idaho, ports of entry 


have been combined with, or are supplemented by, highway 
quarantine stations. 


The Merchant-Trucker 


_The bureau says it found many and varying restraints 
against the merchant-trucker who operates across state lines. 
The cost of his license to do business varies considerably from 
state to state, ranging from an annual license fee of $25 plus 
an occupation tax of $10 and an indemnity bond of $250 in 
Nebraska, to an annual license of $100 and a bond of at least 
$1,000 in Montana. Some states require that a license fee 
must be paid in each county in which the merchant-trucker 
operates. 

West Virginia requires a license in each county but varies 
the amount of the fee with the capacity of the truck. For 
trucks of not more than %4-ton capacity the license fee in each 
county is $15 and the charge is graduated steeply upward for 
heavier vehicles. Thus the itinerant merchant whose truck has 
a capacity of between 3 and 4 tons must pay $250 annually in 
each county in which he does business, says the bureau. In 
Idaho and Washington the merchant-trucker pays a flat rate, 
$300 in each county. In addition, he must make a cash deposit 
of $500 with the county treasurer, says the bureau, adding: 


Some cities provide for short-time licenses, a great many require 
that an itinerant merchant must pay the annual fee even if he wishes 
to operate in a given area for only a few days. Annual license rates 
of $25 to $100 are common, but rates of $200 or even higher are as- 
sessed by many cities. Denver, Omaha, Pittsburgh, Mobile, Baltimore, 
Cleveland and St. Louis fix the rate at $200. The annual fee in Louis- 
ville, Ky., is $250, in Fort Wayne, Ind., it is $300. Many cities also 
require the posting of bonds. 

In some cities the amount of the annual license fee required of 
itinerant merchants is twice or more that required of established mer- 
chants. In addition to the license and bond requirements, the itinerant 
merchant may find rules and regulations that are very difficult to 
meet. In some areas elaborate records must be kept of purchases and 
sales. Identification cards, special license plates, photographs, and 
special lettering on the truck are often required. 

In a number of markets trading is restricted to local products, thus 
keeping out the distant merchant-trucker and forcing out-of-state farm- 
ers to market their produce through established middlemen or commis- 
sion merchants. For example, the ‘‘trucker-dealer’’ may operate in the 
Syracuse (New York) farmers’ section of the regional market, but only 
if he sells produce grown in New York state, Recently, most of the 
dealers in the Northern Ohio Food Terminal, Cleveland’s centralized 
produce market, pledged themselves not to receive truck shipments of 
fruits and vegetables originating: outside of the state. 


A national conference on interstate trade barriers has 
been called by the Council of State Governments, to be held 
at Chicago, April 5, 6 and 7, in an effort to halt the erection 
of “tariff barriers among the several states,” according to the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Department of Agriculture. 
The Council, the bureau’s notice said, was composed of state 
governors, commissioners, and legislators who resolved in a 
general assembly at Washington in January, of which 46 
states were represented, that “interstate trade barriers, under 
whatever guise, are detrimental to the economic welfare of the 
country.” 


MOTOR HOURS OF SERVICE 
Asserting that the Commission’s order in Ex Parte MC 2, 
maximum hours of service of motor carriers, would cause 
great hardship, the Cumberland (N. J.) Board of Agriculture 
and organizations affiliated with it have asked the Commis- 
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sion to exempt from the provisions of the order in that case 
establishing a possible 12-hour day for drivers of motor vehicles, 
the transportation of all farm products and agricultural com- 
modities. 

To comply fully with the order in that case their petition 
says “would at once prohibit the continuous use of the motor 
carriers” in transporting vegetables and fruits and “thus force 
the farmer to pay increased costs for the hauling of his produce 
to markets.” Their petition says that the serious situation of 
the vegetable and fruit industry should be generally well 
enough understood to justify them in pointing out the inability 
of the farmer to pay added marketing costs. 

It is a well known fact, says the petition, that chaos exists 
among vegetable and fruit farmers, in the matter of finances 
and that in recent years three fourths of the operators have 
been unable to make a profit. It is then obvious, says the 
petition, that additional transportation charges will create a 
disastrous situation and one that the farmer cannot financially 
meet. Because of its perishable nature, says the petition, farm 
produce must be moved to all markets with a minimum of time 
and the carriers utilized in this transportation must be made 
immediately available in the season. 

The organizations affiliated with the petitioning board 
are the Cedarville Co-operative Marketing Association, Inc.; 
Rosenhayn Co-operative Farmers Market, Inc.; and the Vine- 
land Co-operative Farmers Auction Market. 


NEW ENGLAND MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, has postponed the effective 
date of its order in Ex Parte No. MC 22, New England motor 
carrier rates, from March 15 to March 20. In a fifth supple- 
mental report in that case (see Traffic World, Feb. 18, p. 353), 
the Commission further revised rates that had been prescribed 
in previous reports. 


MOTOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULING 


In response to questions propounded by the public, the 
Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers has made an adminis- 
trative ruling, No. 77, indicating what is deemed by it to be the 
correct application and interpretation of the act. Rulings of 
this kind, according to a notice by Director W. Y. Blanning, are 
tentative and provisional and are made subject by the Commis- 
sion. The ruling follows: 


Question: When a shipper requests a motor carrier to call at its 
premises at a certain time to pick up a shipment and the carrier finds 
upon arrival that the shipment is not ready, requiring the carrier to 
wait or to return at another time, may the carrier make a charge 
against the shipper for the time thus lost, in the absence of a tariff pro- 
vision covering such a charge? 

Answer: No. A charge may not lawfully be made for waiting or 
returning for a shipment under such circumstances unless such charge 
is specified in the carrier’s tariff. The same principle applies to all 
charges for waiting time due to circumstances caused by or within the 
control of the shipper. 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


Four prosecutions alleging violations of the motor carrier 
act, according to a statement by Secretary Bartel, have been 
instituted in the federal court at Albany, N. Y., through the 
filing of criminal informations. 

The Monarch Motor Freight Co., Inc., is the defendant in 
one case; Monarch, Laube-Interstate, Inc., and A. Earl Fisher, 
in another, Monarch and Laube-Interstate, Inc., in another; 
and Union Bag & Paper Corporation and Joseph Tynan, in 
still another. 

Monarch, of Watervliet, N. Y., and Laube-Interstate, Inc., 
of Waterbury, Conn., according to the statement, are motor 
carriers operating by connection at Albany, between Hudson 
Falls, N. Y., and Albany, and points in Connecticut, Massa- 
chusetts, and other New England states. The Union Bag & 
Paper Corporation is described as a shipper engaged in the 
manufacture of paper bags in Hudson Falls. A. Earl Fisher 
and Joseph Tynan, the secretary’s statement alleged, were em- 
ployed in the traffic departments of Laube-Interstate and 
Union Bag & Paper Corporation, respectively. They are ac- 
cused, according to the statement, of aiding and abetting the 
alleged violations of the motor carrier act. 

The Monarch and Laube-Interstate are accured in 27 
counts of two informations, says the statement, with knowingly 
offering, granting and giving concessions to the Union Bag & 
Paper Corporation with respect to the transportation of paper 
bags from Hudson Falls to New England points. 

In another information, the Monarch company is accused 
in 7 counts with failing to issue, make and keep records pre- 
scribed by the Commission, namely, freight or expense bills. 
The Union Bag & Paper Corporation, according to the state- 
ment, is accused in 26 counts with knowingly soliciting, ac- 
cepting and receiving concessions in rates with respect to the 
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transportation of paper bags from Hudson Falls to New Eng- 
land points. 

The Commission has been advised, according to a state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel, that M. B. Bennett has pleaded 
guilty in the federal court at Denver, Colo., to all counts of 
an information charging him with violations of the motor 
carrier act. Fines aggregating $750 were assessed against 
Bennett. He paid $500 cash and was put in custody of the 
United States marshal until the balance should be paid. 
Bennett, according to the statement, was charged with having 
knowingly granted concessions to shippers and consignees 
contrary to the provisions of his published tariffs. Some of 
the concessions were granted, said the statement, by the 
device of consolidating shipments made by one shipper at 
the point of origin and billing the property as one shipment 
to the shipper at the point of delivery. The shipper was 
charged therefor a rate based on the consolidation as one 
shipment. The property was then transported to the point 
of destination and was there split up by the carrier and 
delivered to various consignees under separate bills of lading, 
said the statement. By this device a minimum lawful charge 
on each separate shipment was avoided by the shipper, the 
aggregate of these minimum charges being more than the 
charge made for the consolidated shipment, said the statement. 
The shipments involved, said the Secretary’s statement, moved 
between Colorado and New Mexico. 

Fines aggregating $3,000 have been assessed against 
Phoenix Blue Diamond Express in the federal court at Los 
Angeles, Calif., on a plea of guilty to all counts of an informa- 
tion charging it with violations of the motor carrier act, ac- 
cording to a statement by Secretary Bartel of the Commission. 
The corporation was charged with having knowingly granted 
concessions to shippers and consignees contrary to ifs tariffs. 
According to the statement, the concessions were granted by 
means of unlawful consolidation of shipments. It was also 
found that the corporation was guilty of unlawful extensions 
of credit. All counts were dismissed against the corporation’s 
president, George B. Pace, who was charged with aiding and 
abetting the commission of the offenses by Phoenix Blue Dia- 
mond Express, said the statement. Shipments involved in the 
case moved between California and Arizona. 
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CONSTABLES, OF THE 18605, THAT THE OWNER. OF THE 
FAMOUS STEAM STAGE,“ THE FLY-BY-NIGHT, "IN ORDER 
TO GET SAFELY TH ROUGH VILLAGES AT NIGHT) TOOK 
TO HANGING FIRE BUCKETS AND HOSE ON HIS VEHICLE 
AND DRESSING HIS CREW IN FIQEMENS UNIFORMS — 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 

nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 
lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Delay—Liability of Carrier to Delivery as Contracted For 


Maryland.—Question: If a carrier accepts a shipment of 
500 pounds for export consigned to Baggage Master, at a certain 
ship at one of the North River piers, and shipment is marked 
must be delivered the following morning sure: 


The next day the shipment arrives in New York and the 
deliveryman attempts to make delivery by bucking the regular 
freight line, for the best part of the day, and after waiting a 
reasonable time departed, and completed the balance of h’s work 
and the following day he tried to make delivery again, but the 
boat line would not accept delivery on the day of sa‘ling. 


As a result of the failure to make del:very to the boat the 
shipment was cancelled and the goods returned to the shipper. 

As a result the shipper places a claim for assembling the 
order and places a claim in the nature of overcharges. 

What is our responsibility under the terms of the bill of 
lading on such handling. 


Answer: In its decision in C. & A. vs. Kirby, 225 U. S. 155, 
32 S. Ct. 648, the Supreme Court of the United States held that 
a carrier may not, except under a tariff which provides for rates 
based upon deliveries delivered within a specified time, contract 
to deliver goods at a specified time. This case does not, how- 
ever, hold that a carrier may not be held liable in damages 
either ordinary or special, for unreasonable delay to goods, but 
it does hold that except under proper tariff provisions, a con- 
tract to deliver within a specified time is void, as constituting 
discrimination in favor of a particular shipper. Therefore, inas- 
much as an action against the carrier necessarily must be based 
upon a contract to make delivery at a specified time, the decis‘on 
in C. & A. R. R. vs. Kirby, 225 U. S. 155, 32 S. Ct. 648, would 
preclude a recovery of damages. 


On the other hand, the rule is equally well settled that 
special damages for delay in the shipment of goods are recover- 
able when the carrier has notice that a delay in delivery will 
result in such damages. As otherwise expressed, where at the 
time of entering into a contract both parties knew and contem- 
plated that, if a breach is committed, some injury will occur in 
addition to the natural and ordinary consequences of the breach, 
the person committing the breach will be liable to give compen- 
sation or damages on the occurrence of the injury. Notice of 
special circumstances, it is said, puts on the carrier the duty to 
use diligence commensurate to the requirements of the case. 
The carrier’s duty, however, is fully performed when, on receiv- 
ing the notice, it uses reasonable diligence to forward the goods 
promptly. 

As it appears that the carrier used due diligence in the for- 
warding of the goods and in endeavoring to make delivery, in 
the absence of a tariff provision under which it may contract to 
deliver within a specified time, it is our opinion that the shipper 
has no claim for damages for either loss or a contract of sale 
or transportation charges. As to the latter, inasmuch as the 
service contracted for was performed there exists no claim for 
overcharge even though delivery could not be made, the failure 


to deliver not being the result of any fault on the part of the 
carrier. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 16 of Motor Freight 
Classification 


Wisconsin.—Question: A motor common carrier hand'ed 
several truck loads of material, all of which ultimately made 
up a large system of overhead conveyors. Shipments were rated 
as provided in Item 27 of page 47, of the National Motor Freight 
Classification. Carrier advances his authority for this method 
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of billing—Rule 16, page 145A, of the National Motor Freight 
Classification, which states: 


Parts or pieces constituting a complete article received on one bill 


of lading will be charged for at the rating provided for the complete 
article. 


Even though the entire quantity was not tendered on one 
bill of lading, carrier insists that this rule apply. 

The shipper contends, and now makes claim against the 
carrier, for the difference in revenue charged, that the proper 
description of the commodity was nuts, bolts, chains, structural 
steel forms, all unfinished, and should properly have been billed 
as iron and steel articles—a column 40 rating. 

Your opinion will be appreciated. 

Answer: Rule 16 of the National Motor Freight Classifica- 
tion which you quote, provides for the application of the rating 
on the complete article when the parts or pieces constituting a 
complete articles are received on one bill of lading. As the 
articles shipped did not move on one bill of lading it is our 
opinion that the provisions of Rule 16 are not applicable to the 
several truck loads of material which were shipped. See in this 
connection the statement of the Commission on page 487 of its 
decision in Investigation and Suspension Docket 76, 25 I. C. C. 
442, wherein the Commission said: 


If the new rule is construed to mean that one shipment is offered 
under one bill of lading, we do not think that valid objections can be 
made to it. If, however, it is construed so as to deny to a shipper the 
right of shipping, for instance, iron bars which happen to be a part of 
some machine as iron bars under a separate bill of lading, we think that 
such an interpretation would be unwarranted and unjustly dis¢crimina- 
tory. If a shipper is willing to go to the trouble of separating a ‘‘com- 
pleted article’’ into its constituent parts and meet the established 
shipping requirements with reference to each part, we see no reason 
why he should not do so and we do not think that he can lawfully be 
prevented from exercising his choice in that direction. On the other 
hand, if all the pieces constituting a completed article are offered as 
one shipment, under one bill of lading, the freight charge should be 
calculated upon a rating for the completed article. 


See also the decision of the Commission in Kenyon Dredg- 
ing Co. vs. Houston, E. & W. T. Ry. Co., 139 I. C. C. 38. This 
case covers the shipment of two carloads of material which 
formed a complete excavator. Complainant sought the applica- 
tion of the machinery rating on one carload of material and the 
structural iron and steel rating on the other carload of material. 
The Commission held that the machinery rating was applicable 
on both carloads on the ground that it had not been shown that 
the material on which it was sought to apply the structural iron 
and steel rate was such as to entitle it to that rating. The Com- 
mission, however, did not base its decision on the ground that 
the shipment was subject to Rule 20 of the rail freight classifi- 


cation, which is similar to Rule 16 of the Motor Freight Classi- 
fication. 


Reparation—Failure of Carrier to Comply With Commission’s 
Order 


Missouri.—Question: Is there any authority under which 
overcharges may be recovered in excess of the three year period, 
where such overcharges resulted from failure of the carriers to 
apply rates as ordered established by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in a formal proceeding ? 

Answer: With respect to this question, see the Commission’s 
opinion in Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. R. R. Co., 53 
I. C. C. 37; Josey-Miller Company vs. Brimstone Railroad & 
Canal Co., 91 I. C. C. 213, and Lay Fish Company vs. Director- 
General, 80 I. C. C. 4. See, also, M. & O. R. Co. vs. Southern 
Saw Mill Co., 251 S. W. 434. 

It seems apparent from the above cases that the assessment 
of charges in accordance with the rates published in purported 
compliance with the Commission’s order in the instance cited, 
did not result in the exaction of an overcharge, as that term is 
defined in Lay Fish Co. vs. Director-General, 80 I. C. C. 4, on 
page 5, in that no amount in excess of the legally applicable rate 
was charged. Therefore, the difference between the rates pub- 
lished by the carriers and the rates ordered published by the 
Commission must be obtained through an order of reparation 
by the Commission, upon complaint filed with the Commission, 
which complaint, in our opinion, must be filed within the statu- 
tory period of two years. 


Limitation of Actions—Recovery by Carrier of Amount 
Erroneously Refunded as Overcharge 


Ohio.—Question: We operate a milling in transit house. In 
September, 1934, we received an inbound carload shipment 
which moved out on transit billing in December, 1934. Claim 
for refund on basis of the through rate from first origin to final 
destination was presented to the carrier and this refund was 
made in due order about March, 1935. 

In December, 1937 (a little less than three years after the 
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transit movement in December, 1934), the carrier presented an 
undercharge freight bill on account of misrouting beyond the 
transit point, which bill was acknowledged by us and some cor- 
respondence followed as to the correctness of the additional 
charges. 

The transaction apparently was closed March, 1935, when 
the carrier made the transit refund on basis of the through rate; 
although the matter was reopened in December, 1937. 

As of present date, with no legal action having been taken, 
will the statute of limitations void the additional charges? 

Answer: Under subdivision (a) of paragraph 3 of Section 16 
of the act, an action at law by a carrier for the recovery of 
charges or any part thereof, may be begun within three years 
from the date of the delivery of the shipment or tender thereof. 

In T. M. Partridge Lumber Co. vs. Michigan Central Rail- 
road, 26 Fed. (2d) 615, the circuit court of appeals held that 
the action of the carrier for the recovery of an amount erro- 
neously refunded as an overcharge was not an action for the 
recovery of charges, but an action on implied contract to refund 
money paid through error. It held that the three-year period of 
limitation provided for in paragraph 3 of Section 16 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act had no application to the action; that it 
was not a suit or proceeding arising under any law regulating 
commerce or within any other class of suits of which the federal 
district courts have original jurisdiction, and for this reason it 
should have been dismissed by the trial court. 

If the law has been correctly stated in the above referred 
to decision, the periods of limitation of the several states govern 
such an action and they run from the date the amount was 
erroneously refunded. 

However, following the decision above mentioned, the Mich- 
igan Central Railroad brought suit against T. M. Partridge 
Lumber Company in the district court of the state of Minnesota 
and that court held that the suit was really one to collect 
“charges in respect of a shipment of property” and was, there- 
fore, barred by the three-year statutory period of limitation, 
and dismissed the case. From this decision, we understand, the 
Michigan Central did not appeal. 

See, also, V. S. & P. Ry. Co. vs. Paup, 47 Fed. (2d) 1069, 
and Cleveland, C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. vs. Edgewater Coal Co., 
272 Ill. App. 149, holding that a railway company’s action 
against shippers for local inbound charges erroneously refunded 
is governed by the federal three-year statute of limitations. 

The Supreme Court of the United States may eventually 
hold that Congress probably had in mind the settlement of 
freight charges within the period specified in paragraph 3, of 
Section 16, and the prevention of subsequent litigation which, 
though based indisputably upon a new cause of action, had as 
its subject matter the original freight charge transaction, and 
decide that such suits are barred by this statute. The common 
law rule is, however, that whenever money is paid upon the 
representation of the receiver that he has a certain right when 
in fact he has no such right, and the money remains in equity 
and good conscience the property of the payer, it is recoverable 
as money had and received to his use, and that his action 
accrues, and the statute of limitations begins to run, immedi- 
ately upon the erroneous payment. See Leather Manufacturers 
Bank vs. Merchants’ Bank, 128 U. S. 26, 9 S. Ct. 3. 

Tariff Interpretation—Stop for Partial Loading or Unloading 


Wisconsin.—Question: Central States Motor Freight Bu- 
reau, Inc., Tariff No. 35A, Agent Meyers’ MF-I. C. C. No. B-162, 
carries a rate on automobile parts, Detroit, Mich., to Milwaukee, 
Wis., of 41 cents per cwt., minimum 20,000 pounds. This same 
tariff under Item 1150 grants the privilege of stopping truck 
load shipments in transit for partial loading or unloading. 

Although a rate is not named from Detroit, Mich., to 
Kenosha, Wis., the contention is that the privilege of stopping 
at Kenosha for partial unloading of a shipment destined to 
Milwaukee, Wis., is granted under Item 1150. 

Do you have a decision on any parallel case? 

Answer: Paragraph (e) of Item No. 1150 of Agent W. L. 
Meyer’s Tariff MF-I. C. C. No. B-162 provides: 


Charges shall be assessed on the basis of the lawfully established 
minimum weight or actual weight when greater, of the entire ship- 
ment and at the truckload rate applicable from original point of ship- 
ment to the point to which the highest rate applies where any portion 
of the shipment is delivered. 


The purpose of the above provision is to insure the collec- 
tion of the highest of the rates to the point or points at which 
the shipment is stopped for partial unloading and the rate to 
the final destination of the shipment. 

The fact that the rate to Milwaukee, Wis., is not applicable 
to Kenosha, Wis., under an intermediate rule does not prevent 
the application of Item 1150, as under this item, the rate to 
apply on a shipment consigned to Milwaukee, for partial unload- 
ing at Kenosha, is the higher of the rates to Kenosha or Mil- 
waukee, regardless of what rate is applicable to Kenosha, as- 
suming that there is a rate which may be applied. 
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If however, there is no published tariff rate of any kind to 
Kenosha, there may be ground for the view that Item 1150 does 
not provide a basis for the stopping of shipments at Kenosha, 
paragraph (e) of this item providing for the application of the 
higher of the rates to the points where any portion of the ship- 
ment is delivered. 

See in that connection, the decisions of the Commission in 
Darragh Co. vs. Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 38 I. C. C. 549, in 
which case the Commission said: 


The tariffs in effect at the time of movement contained the follow- 
ing provision: 

“To any point of destination not indexed in this tariff, but situ- 
ated between the next adjacent to two points of destination that are 
indexed and located on the same railroad or railway, and the rates to 
the two indexed destinations being applicable via the line on which 
the unindexed destination is located, the rate will be the same as the 
rate to the next more distant point that is indexed.’’ 

Aubrey is intermediate to Helena over the route of movement and 
is located between and next adjacent to Thomas and Rondo, Ark. 
Neither of these stations was indexed and the intermediate clause there- 
fore did not provide the Helena rates on shipments to Aubrey. 


Tariff Interpretation—Alloys 


New York.—Question: To your knowledge has the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission rendered a decision on the legal 
classification for an article composed of an alloy. As for exam- 
ple, suppose an alloy is composed of 90 per cent iron and 10 per 
cent nickel. In the absence of a specific classifiation rating what 
rating would be proper? 

Answer: We are unable to locate decisions of the Commis- 
sion, other than Nonferrous Metals, 204 I. C. C. 319, 387, and 
Phillips Petroleum Co. vs. Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 200 
I. C. C. 331, in which this question has been considered. In the 
former case the Commission said: 


A witness for one of the principal producers of white-metal alloys 
suggested that alloys containing more than 60 per cent of any one non- 
ferrous metal should be accorded the same rate that applies on that 
metal, and if an alloy does not contain 60 per cent of any one metal 
the rate should be the rate on the highest-rated metal contained therein 
as a constituent. Such a classification rule would be too indefinite for 
practical use. 


; However, from what is said in the other case cited above, 
it would appear that an article composed of 90 per cent steel 
and 10 per cent nickel would take the rating on steel articles. 


Tariff Interpretation—Words and Phrases—“Including” 


__ Missouri.—Question: The following item appears in an indi- 
vidual tariff filed by a motor carrier: 


Packing House Products and Related Articles (Described in Note 
No. 1), in straight or mixed carloads; including any mixture of Pack- 
ing House Supplies and Materials (Described in Note No. 2): Office 
Supplies and Advertising Matter, subject to Notes No.’s 3, 4 and 5. 


Note 1 of this item lists cured meats, bones, glue, oils, soap 
and similar articles. 

Note 2 of this item lists bags, clothing, glass, hardware, 
machinery, metal articles, paints, paint materials, putty, var- 
nishes, paper and paper articles, stationery and office supplies 
and various other articles. 

Note 3 provides for minimum weight of 5,000 pounds. 

Note 4 concerns insurance. 

Note 5 concerns refrigeration. 

Punctuation as shown above (heading of item) is exactly 
as shown in the original tariff. 

Office supplies is shown in heading of item and also shown 
in Note 2; however, advertising matter which is shown in head- 
ing of item does not appear in any note. 

In your opinion, is it necessary that loads must have a mix- 
ture of both Notes 1 and 2, or may load consist wholly of Note 1 
or Note 2? 

An expression of your opinion will be appreciated. 

Answer: In its decision in Mid-Continent Equipment & 
Machinery Co. vs. Manufacturers’ Railway Co., 88 I. C. C. 217, 
the Commission held that a commodity item which read: 


Scrap Iron and Scrap Steel, including: 
Borings and Turnings 

Old Axles * * * 

Old Rails * * * 


would apply on a carload of old rails without restriction, that is, 
other than scrap rails, and inferentially that it was not neces- 
sary to include scrap iron or steel in the same shipment with 
the old rails. 


Based on this decision, it is our opinion that it is not neces- 
sary that there be included in the shipment a mixture of articles 
shown in both Notes 1 and 2. In other words, a shipment may 
consist wholly of articles included in Note 1 or wholly of articles 
included in Note 2. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





H. Hudson Dobson will talk about the New York World’s 
Fair at the meeting of the Traffic Club of Newark, March 13. 
At the forum meeting March 6 there was a discussion of “sell- 
ing transportation,” led by C. F. Feltman, M. S. Crinkley 
and Richard L. Otto, with T. W. Van Metre as commentator. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago held a membership campaign 
dinner March 7. It will have a dinner dance and bridge party 
March 16 and a “perfect shipping’ luncheon March 21. March 
25 there will be a reception for the Milwaukee Traffic Club 
bowling league. The annual meeting and election of officers 
will be held March 30. 

The Metropolitan Traffic Association of New York observed 
“railroad night” March 9. March 23 will be “industrial night.” 
The speaker will be Robert A. Cooke, manager, traffic depart- 
ment, American Newspaper Publishers’ Association. He will 
talk about the activities of the Transportation Conference. 
The annual stag dinner will be held April 27. 

The Traffic Club of Ft. Worth will have a “perfect ship- 
ping month” program at its meeting March 20. 

C. Frederick Johnston, Sr., was elected president of the 
Traffic Club of Baltimore at its meeting March 7. He was 
born in Upperville, Va., in 1885 and 
after graduation from the high school 
in his home town he attended the Bal- 
timore Business College and later 
studied law in the night classes of the 
University of Maryland, being admitted 
to the bar before he completed his 
course. He never practiced his pro- 
fession, however, for he found his work 
with the Western Maryland Railway 
and the Southern Railway to his liking. 
In the World War he served at both 
Camp Meade and Camp Eustis in the 
transportation division. He was made 
traffic manager of the Locke Insulator 
Company at the close of the war and 
since then has been promoted to as- 
sistant secretary and assistant treas- 
urer. The other officers are: J. E. Har- 
rison, first vice-president; J. A. Inglis, 
second vice-president; L. H. Baldwin, 
third vice-president; J. H. Lanphear, 
secretary; J. B. Wilkes, treasurer. 


The New Haven Traffic Club will observe “truckers’ night” 
March 13. The speaker will be A. A. Beauregard, traffic man- 
ager, Adley Express Company, New Haven. His subject will 
be “Looking Back on Transportation.” 


The Traffic Club of Denver gave a luncheon March 6 at 
the Union Terminal Restaurant, in honor of Carl Gray, Jr., 
vice-president, C. St. P. M. and O. He talked about transporta- 
tion problems. 











The Traffic Club of New York, at its luncheon meeting 
March 15, will listen to Marshall L. Wilcox, director of opera- 
tions and traffic, U. S. Maritime Commission, talk about 
reconstruction of the American merchant marine. 

The Ft. Wayne Transportation Club will hold its thirteen 
annual dinner at the Catholic Community Center March: 16. 


The announcement says there will be no speaker but plenty. 
of good entertainment. Mayor Baals will welcome those prés- ~ 


ent. Other city officials will also be guests. 


The Traffic Study Club of Akron, Ohio, had a “perfect 
shipping and careful handling month” meeting March 9 in 
cooperation with the Akron Chamber of Commerce, the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, and the Great Lakes Regional 
Advisory Board. The scheduled. speakers were: J. R. Rouce, 
traffic representative, F. W. Woolworth Co., Cleveland, Ohio, 
and chairman of the loss and damage prevention committee 
of the Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board; P. W. Adams, 
supervisor loss and damage claim prevention, Nickel Plate 
Road, Cleveland, Ohio; J. H. Edwin, T. M. Yankee Lines, Inc., 
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Akron, O., now serving as a member of the freight claim rules 
committee of the American Trucking Association; C. A. 
Thomas, general agent, Railway Express Agency, Akron; W. J. 
McGarry, manager, Association of American Railroad Car Serv- 
ice Division, Cleveland, Ohio; Joe Marshall, special representa- 
tive, freight claim division, Association of American Railroads, 
Chicago, II]. 





Robert P. Newman, the new president of the Traffic Club 
of Denver, was born at Center, Ky., educated in public schools, 
Bardstown Academy, and Centre Col- 
lege, where he completed his jun’or 
year with the class of ’03. He entered 
railroad service in August, 1902, as 
clerk, marine department, New York 
Central Railroad, New York. In 1905 
he was transferred to the engineering 
department as rodman at Watertown, 
N. Y.; appointed assistant supervisor 
of track, Gouverneur, N. Y., February, 
1909; left railroad service in November 
the same year, and went to Colorado; 
reentered service of New York Central - 
July, 1913, as freight and passenger 
agent, Denver. During federal control 
he was engaged in industrial traffic 
work at Denver. When off-line offices 
were reopened October 1, 1920, he re- 
sumed service with the New York Cen- 
tral as joint chief clerk, Denver. He was appointed city freight 
and passenger agent, December, 1927, and general agent, freight 
department, at Denver, January 1, 1932, which position he now 
holds. He has been an active member of the Traffic Club of 
Denver and was elected a director in 1934. 

The Tri City Traffic Club, for its fifteenth anniversary 
year, has adopted the following schedule: Regular meeting, 
March 9; regular meeting, April 20; regular meeting, May 25; 
fifteenth annual outing, July 13; regular meeting (past presi- 
dent’s night), Sept. 14; regular meeting, Oct. 12; annual 
dinner dance, Nov. 23; sixteenth annual meeting and election, 
Jan. 18, 1940. 











———_. 


At the dinner of the Traffic Club of Philadelphia March 
13 the newly elected officers will be inaugurated. Instead of 
speeches there will be a bingo party, the play being used as a 
medium for the distribution of prizes. 





The Traffic Club of Baltimore will have as its guest, April 
4 Charles W. Braden, traffic manager, National Distillers Prod- 
ucts Corporation. He will give his lecture, ‘The Romance of 
Transportation.” 





G. W. Killam (Jack), newly elected president of the Seattle 

______ ‘Transportation Club, has spent most of 
his life in the transportation field. He 
was born September 20, 1894, educated 
in Canadian schools and his experience 
includes four years in the export and 
import department of James Griffiths 
and Sons, Seattle, handling steamship 
service to the Orient; three years in 
the traffic department and traveling for 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad; and 
for the last fourteen years he has been 
city freight and passenger agent for 
the “Omaha” and Chicago-Northwest- 
ern lines. He has a talent for singing. 





At its dinner meeting March 9 the York Traffic Club saw 
the picture, “This Railroad Business.” There was an open 
forum discussion after the meeting. 





The Traffic Club of Minneapolis will have a St. Patrick’s 
Day luncheon March 16. At the March 9 luncheon there was 
a showing of the sound picture, “Materials.” March 10 was 
transportation night at The Arena, where there was a hockey 
game. 





The annual ladies night, dinner and dance of the Br-dge- 
port Traffic Association, will be held Monday evening, March 
20, at the Seven Gables in Milford, Conn. President McDevitt 
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announces that there will be two more round table discussions 
in March, to be held in the trainmaster’s office of the New 
Haven Railroad at the passenger station in Bridgeport March 
15 and 29. The April meetings will be held on the twelfth and 
the twenty-sixth. The April meeting of the Association will 
pe held April 17 at the Stratfield Hotel in Bridgeport. This 
will be “Railroad Night,” the Chairman of the committee being 
Timothy P. Singleton of the sales and service division of the 
New Haven Railroad Company, Bridgeport, Conn. 

The Traffic Club of New England will have an “athletic 
night” at the Copley Plaza Hotel, Boston, March 16. 





The Central Ohio Traffic Club will hold its annual dinner 
and election of officers April 11 instead of April 13. 





The Traffic Club of Brooklyn, Inc., will hold its annual 
dinner at the Columbus Club, Brooklyn, April 20. 

The Transportation Club of Buffalo will hold a St. Patrick’s 
Day Luncheon March 17 at the Hotel Buffalo. John D. Hillery, 
judge of the Buffalo City Court, will be the principal speaker. 
Entertainment will follow. 





The Women’s Traffic Club of Greater New York, at its 
monthly meeting at the Aldine Club March 14 will have as 
guest speaker Paul G. Wardle, Bs.C., Electric and Musical In- 
dustries, Ltd., England. 





The Traffic Club of Detroit will entertain members and 
guests with a luncheon at the Book Cadillac Hotel March 14. 
The group will be addressed by Col. H. W. Miller, of the Uni- 
versity of Michigan faculty, on: “Our Present Problems of Na- 
tional Defense.” 

At its next weekly meeting, March 13, at the Jefferson 
Hotel, the Traffic Club of St. Louis will observe “Educational 
Committee Day.” Harry Klocker, chairman of the club’s edu- 
cational committee, and the other members of that committee 
will be hosts to the students of the traffic classes which are 
being conducted in the public schools, and John L. Bracken, 
Superintendent of Schools, Clayton, Mo., will be the principal 
speaker. F. J. Jeffrey, Assistant Superintendent of the St. 
Louis Public Schools, will introduce Mr. Bracken. The club will 
hold its usual St. Patrick Day luncheon, at which cornbeef and 
cabbage will be served. 





At the monthly evening meeting of the Quincy Traffic and 
Transportation Club March 13, Miss Lillian E. Schlagenhauf 
will be the guest speaker. 





The monthly meeting of the Chattanooga Traffic and Trans- 
portation Club has been postponed from March 15 to March 23. 

The Traffic Club of Washington, D. C., will meet Wednes- 
day evening, March 15, at the Mayflower Hotel. Congressman 
James E. Van Zandt, of Pennsylvania, will be the guest speaker. 
He will discuss proposed amendments to the railroad retire- 
ment act. 





The educational committee of the Canton Traffic Club, of 
which R. F. Miller, traffic manager of Hoover Company, North 
Canton, Ohio, is chairman, arranged a program for its March 2 
meeting in connection with the Car Service Division of the 
Association of American Railroads. A. L. King, traffic man- 
ager of Enterprise Aluminum Company, Massillon, Ohio, vice- 
president of the club, presided. R. H. Miller, general freight 
agent of the Pennsylvania Railroad, Pittsburgh, was chairman 
and introduced the following speakers: C. R. Megee, district 
manager, Car Service Division, Association of American Rail- 
roads, Pittsburgh, “Why Car Service Rules’; W. W. Weiss, 
superintendent, car service, Wheeling and Lake Erie Railroad, 
Brewster, Ohio, ‘““The Work of a Superintendent of Car Service’; 
W. C. Baker, superintendent, Baltimore and Ohio, Akron, Ohio, 
“Individual and Collective Responsibility for Good Car Han- 
dling’; Atlee M. Wise, superintendent, Hoover Company, North 
Canton, Ohio, “Efficient Packaging for Shipment”; E. A. Foard, 
superintendent, stations and transfers, Pennsylvania Railroad, 
Pittsburgh, Pa., “Freight Claims and the Railroad Man.” 








J. L. Beven, president of the Illinois Central, will speak 
at a luncheon to be given in his honor by the Mid-Day Lunch- 
eon Club, Springfield, Ill. March 29, at the Leland Hotel. 
John F. Gilchrist, president of the Chicago and Illinois Midland 
Railway, will be chairman and will introduce Mr. Beven. Ralph 
Budd, president of the Burlington Line, and Stuyvesant Pea- 
body, president of the Peabody Coal Company, have been in- 
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vited to give greetings. The Springfield Transportation Club 
is cooperating in sponsoring the luncheon. 





The Spokane Transportation Club has elected officers as 
follows: H. W. Shields, general agent, Spokane Portland and 
Seattle Railway Company, president; H. V. Sandahl, first vice- 
president, assistant general manager, Centennial Flour Mills; 
F. W. Watkins, second vice-president, commercial agent for 
the Milwaukee; F. F. Trunkey, third vice-president, assistant 
secretary, McClintock-Trunkey Company; D. E. Marston, sec- 
retary-treasurer, city freight agent, Great Northern Railway. 





John Sullivan, traffic representative of the Canadian Pacific, 
will be guest speaker at the meeting of the Bridgeport Women’s 
Traffic Club, Bridgeport, Conn., March 14, at the Hotel Barnum. 
Harry Dale, of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad, will also 


be a guest. Moving pictures of George Washington’s Railroad 
will be shown. 





The Indianapolis Traffic Club will have a luncheon at the 
Board of Trade Building March 16. 





The monthly dinner meeting of the Evansville Transporta- 
tion Club will be held March 15 at the Hotel Vendome. The 
speaker will be John F. Hull, county agent. The annual dinner 
dance will be held April 19. 





At the meeting of the Motor City Traffic Club Forum 
March 13, at the Detroit-Leland Hotel, K. A. Moore, assistant 
traffic manager, Automobile Manufacturers’ Association, will 
talk on, “Classification from the Shipper Side.” 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Mediation Board has certified that the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, operating through 
the railway employes’ department, A. F. of L., has been desig- 
nated to represent the electricians, their helpers and appren- 
tices, telephone and telegraph linemen and groundmen and 
signal and interlocking plant maintainers, employed by the 
Norfolk Southern; and the Brotherhood Railway Carmen of 
America, operating through the railway employes’ department, 
A. F. of L., to represent the craft or class of carmen (including 
coach cleaners), their helpers and apprentices, and the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, A. F. of L., to 
represent the craft or class of electrical workers, their helpers 
and apprentices, employes of the Georgia Railroad, for the 
purposes of the railway labor act. 

The board has also certified that the International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, the International Brotherhood of Elec- 
trical Workers and the International Brotherhood of Firemen 
and Oilers, Helpers, Roundhouse and Railway Shop Laborers, 
affiliated with the A. F. of L., have been authorized to repre- 
sent respectively the crafts or classes of machinists, electrical 
workers and power house employes and railway shop labor- 
ers; and the Brotherhood of Railroad Shopcrafts of America 
to represent the craft or class of sheet metal workers, em- 
ployed by the Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines, for the 
purposes of the railway labor act. For the craft or class of 
carmen (including coach cleaners) the board was unable to 
make a certification for the reason that no organization re- 
ceived a majority vote. 

The board has dismissed the application of the Mechanical 
Department Associations of the Norfolk & Western without 
prejudice to its rights to file a new application when it has 
sufficient evidence to justify a finding that an election is war- 
ranted under the railway labor act to determine who are the 
representatives of the machinists, sheet metal workers, carmen, 
the helpers and apprentices thereof, employes of the railroad. 
The board said its mediator compared the authorizations sub- 
mitted by the Mechanical Department Association of the 
N. & W. in support of their applications with the payroll 
records of the company. This comparison, it said, did not show 
that a majority of the employes in the various crafts or classes 
concerned desired a change in representation. 

The National Labor Relations Board has certified the 
Jersey Standard Tankers Officers’ Association, unaffiliated, as 


the sole collective bargaining representative of engineers and’ 


licensed deck officers, including masters, employed on vessels 
operated by Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey. The board said 
the company owned and operated about 70 vessels, engaged in 
transporting petroleum mainly in coastwise service. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—lItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


March 13—Algona, la.—Hotel Algona—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 12198—Application of receiver of M. & St. L. for certificate 
permitting abandonment of line extending from Corwith to St. 
Benedict, Ia. 


March 13—Boise, ida.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 6: 
MC 3249, Sub. 1—Peasley Transfer & Storage Co., Boise, certificate 
to extend operations. 


March 13—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 91852—C. A. Nagel, Buffalo, certificate or permit. 
MC 94305—Dew The Mover, Toronto, Ont., Can., certificate. 


March 13—Calais, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 115: 
MC 89869—E. McRae, Honeydale, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89870—G. Acheson, Rolling Dam, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89871—M. Forsyth, Little Ridge, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89872—I. Jackson, St. Stephen, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89873—B. H. Irving, Moore’s Mills, N. B., Can., certificate. 


March 13—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 10: 
MC 73937, Sub. 1—Hogan Transfer and Storage Co., Williamson, 
W. Va., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89554—J. T. Board of Railway Express Agency, Williamson, W. 
Va. 
March 13—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC 89642—Denver-Durango Truck Line, Denver, certificate. 
MC 92254—F. Russell, Puebla, Colo., certificate or permit. 


March 13—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 144: 
MC 93888—C. A. Robinson, Bancroft, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 94243—A. Schermer, Latimer, Ia., certificate. 
MC 94334—G. H. Paullus, Jr., Hampton, Ia., certificate. 


March 13—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 790—C. F. Iles and H. E. McKinney, control, Meadows Trans- 
fer, Inc. 


March 13—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 89782—A. S. Olson, Warroad, Minn., certificate. 
MC 91104—A. Haugen, Crookston, Minn., certificate or permit. 


March 13—Fargo, N. D.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 158: 
MC 89531—Dakota Bus Line, Edgeley, N. D., certificate. 


March 13—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 12081—Bekins Van & Storage Co., Los Angeles, license. 
MC 89128—C. E. Lyster, Los Angeles, certificate. 
MC 89336—Carnall Trucks, Pomona, Calif., certificate. 


March 13—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Examiner Snow: 

Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 

March 13—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 4: 

MC 2743, Sub. 5—Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., Memphis, Tenn., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 

March 13—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Fichthorn: 

MC 89586—Kevah Konner, Inc., Pine Brook, N. J., certificate. 


March 13—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Johnson: 
28159—Igoe Brothers, Inc., vs. N. Y. C. et al. 


March 13—Plattsburg, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Cox: 
MC-F 769—Champlain Bus Corp., purchase, Adirondack Motor Bus 
Co., Inc. 
March 13—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 95702—C. Graver, Mount Pocono, Pa., permit. 
MC 89426—Matzer Motor Lines, Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 


March 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Cheseldine and Valentine: 
Fourth section application 17625—Coke to Albany, Ga. 

March 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Sharp: 

* 27766—Alden Coal Co. et al. vs. C. of N. J. et al. 


March 14—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 89852—Newman Transfer Co., Newman, Ga., permit. 


March 14—Boise, Ida.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 6: 
MC 94392—Weiser Transfer, Weiser, Ida., certificate. 


March 14—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 16516 and Sub. 1—Rowland Milk Tank Service, Franklinville, 
N. Y., certificate or permit and to extend operations. 
MC 90764—Erwin’s Trucking Service, Wellsville, N. Y., certificate 
or permit. 
March 14—Calais, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 115: 
MC 89874—G. Giles, Waweig, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89878—E. L. Pierce, St. Stephen, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89882—H. Acheson, Rolling Dam, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 89896—F.. R. Toft, Moore’s Hill, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 100133—K. W. Thornton, Scotch Ridge, N. B., Can., certificate. 


March 14—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 62: 
MC 332—Logan Merchant's Service, Inc., Huntington, W. Va., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
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March 14—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 50: 

MC 459—Mutual Transit Co., Inc., Denver, certificate or permit. 
March 14—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 144: 

MC 95072—H. Nuis, Grundy Center, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95085—City Dray & Transfer, Sheffield, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95166—E. J. Ballantine, Ellsworth, Ia., certificate. 


March 14—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC-F 804—J. W. Healzer, lease, A. Sorenson. 


March 14—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 12077—Bekins Van & Storage, Inc., Santa Barbara, Calif., license. 
MC 72810, Sub. 1—C. R. Housel Transportation Co., Huntington Park, 
Calif., permit to extend operations. 
MC 33739—Wade Transportation Co., Los Angeles, certificate or 
permit. 


March 14—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Fichthorn 
and Jt. Bd. 3: 
MC 29854, Sub. 2—Hudson Bus Transportation Co., Inc., Jersey City, 
N. J., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89818—A. Reese, New York, certificate. 
MC 90963—Goodwin Trucking, New York, certificate or permit. 
MC 93176—Beverly Moving Co., Yonkers, N. Y., certificate. 


March 14—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 3, Sub. 1—Garden State Lines, Inc., Passaic, N. J. 


March 14—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 65347—D. A. Smith, Vass, N. C., certificate or permit. 
March 14—Rutland, Vt.—U. S. Court—Examiner Cox: 
* MC-F 753—Gay’s Express, Inc., purchase, H. I. and W. H. Ormsby. 
March 14—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 12145—L. Brass, Wilkes Barre, Pa., license. 
MC 89868—Bufalino Bros., Pittston, Pa., certificate. 
MC 94537—F. Brandt, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., certificate. 
March 14—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 95578—R. E. Chvala, Verdigre, Neb., certificate. 
MC 88409—L. E. Jonas, Atkinson, Neb., certificate. 


March 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Way and Job: 
Fourth section application 17630—Potatoes and vegetables from 
Maine and Canada. 


March 15—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Cox: 
MC-F 808—H. P. Welch Co., purchase, E. J. Scannell, Inc. 


March 15—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 93248—W. B. Styles, Niagara Falls, Ont., Can., certificate. 
MC 93709—W. B. Clark, Buffalo, certificate. 

March 15—Calais, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 115: 
MC 89897—J. M. O’Neill, Calais, Me., certificate. 
MC 89983—J. D. MacBride, St. Stephen, N. B., Can., certificate. 
MC 91080—W. F. Hanson, Calais, Me., certificate. 


March 15—Cincinnati, O.—Hotel Netherland Plaza—Jt. Bds. 60 and 208: 
MC 40235, Sub. 1—I. R. C. & D. Warehouse Corp., Richmond, Ind., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 89700—A-1 Movers, Silverton, O., certificate. 
March 15—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 95266—R. Myli, Northwood, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95372—M. L. Cosgriff, Britt, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95395—R. V. Bever, Milford, Ia., certificate. 


March 15—Grinnell, la.—Municipal Bldg.—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 10910—Application of receiver of M. & St. L. for certificate 
permitting abandonment of line extending from Laurel to Van 
Cleve, Ia. 


March 15—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Jt. Bds. 75 and 47: 
MC 12107—Auto Travel Bureau, San Bernandino, Calif., license. 
MC 95268—Lucas Truck Co., Los Angeles, permit. 

MC 89198—E. D. Hodges, Yuma, Ariz., certificate. 


March 15—New York, N. Y.—Hotel New Yorker—Examiner Johnson: 
28164—Pittston Paper Corp. vs. B. & O. et al. 


March 15—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-616—Cotton and linters, Memphis, Tenn., to St. Louis, Mo. 
March 15—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 46073, Sub. 1—Princess Anne Motors Transportation, Norfolk, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 93810—O. R. Symons, Elizabeth City, N. C., certificate. 


March 15—Pittsburg, Kan.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-609—Teter Transfer Co., commodities in Kansas and Mis- 
souri. 
March 15—Scranton, Pa.—Hotel Casey—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 88762—R. H. Stroupe, Millville, Pa. 


March 15—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 89938—Thomas Church, Carroll, Neb., certificate. 
MC 93081—Irven Leary, Winside, Neb., certificate. 
March 15—Springfield, Mo.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 195: 
MC-F 802—Campbell Sixty-Six Express, Inc., purchase, H. H. Middle- 
ton. 
MC-F 803—Campbell Sixty-Six Express, Inc., purchase, L. C. Kirk- 
patrick. 
March 15—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4587—Clothing material, Thebes, Ill., to Illmo, Mo. 
March 15—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28075—Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Com. for Stevens Lum- 
ber Co., Inc., vs. Yadkin et al. 
28011—Blish Milling Co. vs. Alton et al. 
1. & S. 4493 and Ist Sup.—Intermediate rule to Lexington and Win- 
chester, Ky. 
28038—Traffic Bureau-Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for Wray 
Goodwin Co., Inc., vs. P. R. R. et al. 
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March 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Cheseldine and Valentine: 
Fourth section application 17484—Proportional rates on grain and 
grain products to central territory. 
March 16—Augusta, Me.—Commercial Motor Vehicle Assn.—Jt. Bd. 
70: 
MC 92669—Tuttle’s Express, East Corinth, Me., permit. 
MC 93162—MacLeod’s Express, Dark Harbor, Me., certificate. 


March 16—Baker, Ore.—City Hall—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 28995, Sub. 1—White Line Freight, LaGrande, Ore., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 95087—H. Fitchett, Ontario, Ore., certificate or permit. 


March 16—Buffalo, N. Y.—Hotel Buffalo—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 87468, Sub. 1—J. Krause Motor Freight, Buffalo, certificate to 
extend operations. 


March 16—Cincinnati, O.—Hotel Netherland Plaza—Examiner Bor- 
roughs: 


MC 89720—H. W. Juett Trucking Co., Cincinnati, certificate. 


March 16—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 43: 
MC 93470—Wolbach Brothers, St. Francis, Kan., certificate. 
March 16—Des Moines, !a.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 94870—A. Brinkman, Kesley, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95016—G. Robb, Estherville, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95018—J. N. Larson, Rake, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95103—E. Field, Hanlontown, Ia., certificate. 


March 16—Grand Forks, N. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 91696—Hanson Maves Co., East Grand Forks, Minn., certificate or 
permit. 
March 16—Grinnell, !a.—Municipal Bldg.—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 12195—Application of receiver of M. & St. L. for certificate 


permitting abandonment of line extending from Lynnville Junction 
to Lynnville, Ia. 


March 16—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Snider: 
28169—Kansas Flour Mills Corp. et al. vs. Alton et al. 


March 16—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Com.—Jt. Bds. 5 and 78: 

MC 89518—Taylor Truck-A-Way, Ltd., Wilmington, Calif., certificate. 
March 16—Los Angeles, Calif.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 75: 

MC 75163—E. J. Brooks, Buena Park, Calif., certificate or permit. 
March 16—Memphis, Tenn.—Hotel Peabody—Examiner Hendon: 
* MC-F 818—A. W. Gordon, control and manage, Gordon Interstate, 

Inc., and Gordon Transports, Inc. 

March 16—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Jt. Bd. 7: 

MC 10549—P. T. Person, Boykins, Va., permit. 


March 16—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 93744—Fred’s Truck Line, Winfall, N. C., common carrier appli- 
cation. 
MC 95627—E. Nelms, Smithfield, Va., certificate. 


March 16—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Cox: 

MC-F 816—C. F. Duran, purchase, R. L. Sargent. 
March 16—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138 and Examiner 

Dunn: 

MC 95470—W. G. Echtenkamp, Wayne, Neb., certificate. 

MC 95687—Lawrence D. & Violet O. Nelson, Bassett, Neb., certificate. 
March 16—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 67: 

MC 89432—M. Zinna, Waterford, N. J., permit. 

MC 89602—L. Gadsby, Trenton, permit. 


March 16—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 11746—C. M. St. P. & P. trustees abandonment. 


March 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walsh: 
1. & S. 4581—Candy, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
MC C-108—Candy and confectionery, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 


March 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover and Valentine: 
Fourth section application 17662—Coal to New Ulm, Minn. 


March 17—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 53908—Libe Auto Transfer, Phillipsburg, N. J. 


March 17—Augusta, Me.—Commercial Motor Vehicle Assn.—Jt. Bd. 69: 
MC 89563—A. Lajeunesse, Sanford, Me., certificate. 
MC 95202—Union Square Stages, Lewiston, Me., certificate. 
March 17—Baker, Ore.—City Hall—Jt. Bd. 6: 
MC 89372—A. E. Robinette, Homestead, Ore., certificate. 
MC 89880—Intermountain Trucking Co., Baker, Ore., permit. 


March 17—Baker, Ore.—City Hall—Jt. Bd. 172: 
MC 53528—W. Nutt, Richland, Ore., certificate or permit. 


March 17—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Cox: 
* MC-F 819—A. B. & C. Motor Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, 
Motor Service Transportation Co., Inc. 


March 17—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 178: 

MC 93755—W. H. O. Fast Freight, Lamar, Colo., certificate. 
March 17—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 146: 

MC 94075—A. Aase, Jr., Northbound, Ia., certificate. 

MC 94621—E. Stenberg, Thompson, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95308—F.. Casler, Britt, Ia., certificate. 


March 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4582—Potatoes and vegetables, west to Arkansas. 


March 17—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Examiner Maidens: 
MC 78632, Sub. 1—Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Nashville, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


March 17—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 3565—Gulf Carloading Co., Inc., New York, certificate or permit. 
MC 3570—New Orleans Freight Distributing Co., Inc., New Orleans, 
certificate or permit. 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXIII, No. 10 


March 17—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 46375, Sub. 1—J. W. Lassiter, Conway, N. C., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 94189—E. L. Belch, Tyner, N. C., certificate. 


March 17—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Snow: 

Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 

March 17—Pensacola, Fla.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 
* MC-F 811—M & A Motor Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, J. A. Pittman. 


March 17—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Jt. Bd. 257: 

MC 25562—A. R. Gundry, Inc., Rochester, certificate or permit. 
March 17—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 67: 

MC 27845—Biter’s Transfer Co., Inc., Trenton, certificate. 


March 17—Williston, N. D.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 84: 
MC 63513, Sub. 1—Northern Truck Line, Inc., Williston. 
MC 89584—G. R. Wosepka, Sentinel Butte, N. D., certificate. 
March 18—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 47890, Sub. 1—J. H. Beers, Bangor, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
March 18—Augusta, Me.—Commercial Motor Vehicle Ass’n.—Examiner 
Brooks: 
MC 42420—L. I. Morton, East Union, Me., common carrier application. 
March 18—Denver, Colo.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 43: 
MC 89001, Sub. 1—A. W. Kendall, Denver, Colo., permit to extend 
operations. 
March 18—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 93809—O. A. Hove, Rake, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 95044—D. C. Barringer, Graettinger, Ia., certificate. 


March 18—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 123: 
MC 88635—E. L. Swingle, Silver Gate, Mont. 
MC 70106, Sub. 1—Caldwell Brothers, Billings, Mont. 


March 18—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 107: 
MC 22, Sub. 1—J. Davis Truck Lines, Winchester, Tenn., certificate 
to extend operations. — 
March 18—New London, Conn.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Cox: 
* MC-F 810—New Haven & Shore Line Ry., purchase, Groton & Ston- 
ington Traction Co. 
March 18—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 92032—W. J. Picou, Houma, La., permit. 


March 18—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-605—Lard and vegetable oil, Norfolk, Va., to D. C., N. J. 
and N. Y. 


March 18—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Dunn: 


MC 58985, Sub. 1—F. Goldapp, Council Bluffs, Ia., permit to extend 
operations. 


March 18—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Jt. Bd. 74 and Examiner 
Driscoll: 
MC 89242—D. Gullace, Victor, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 89425—Ey Brothers Trucking Co., Rochester, certificate. 
March 18—Tallahassee, Fla.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 64: 
* MC-F 821—K. & L. Transportation Co., purchase, L. C. Chastain. 
March 18—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Examiner Fichthorn: 
MC 88033—Gould’s Express, Sussex, N. J., certificate. 


March 20—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 30001, Sub. 1—Boushell Carrier Co., Inc., Stroudsburg, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 89698—A. Monte, Easton, Pa., certificate. 


March 20—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Examiner Vinskey: 
MC 30001—Boushell Carrier Co., Inc., East Stroudsburg, Pa., certi- 
ficate or permit. 
March 20—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 
MC-F 783—R. L. Honbarrier, purchase, G. E. Parker. 
March 20—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 103: 
* MC-F 801—P. & F. Motor Express, Inc., purchase, H. H. Hunt et al. 
March 20—Dallas, Tex.—Hotel Baker—Commissioner Porter and Ex- 
aminer Koch: 
28090—Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 


March 20—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 146: 
MC 94067—G. W. Mullard, Rudd, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 94071—H. O. Gabriel, Northwood, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 94332—A. Porter, Forest City, Ia., certificate or permit. 
March 20—Hastings, Neb.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Snider: 
28146—W. M. Dutton & Sons Co. vs. Alton et al. 
“se 20—Helena, Mont.—State Com.—Examiner Olentine and Jt. Bd. 
MC 9811—Application of Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, Miles City, 
Mont., for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 28627—Application of Mountain Hiway Express, Helena, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 54469—Application of Daniels Auto Freight Lines, Butte, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 54473—Application of Gust Adolph Krause, Miles City, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 54512—Application of Lavina Dray Lines, Lavina, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 52497—Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, Miles City, Mont., certif- 
icate. 
March 20—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Commissioner Splawn 
and Examiners Carter and Haden: 


Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 
March 20—Lynchburg, Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Fuller: 


28167—Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for Lynch- 
burg Iron & Metal Co. vs. A. & R. et al. 
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Take Stock of Your Truck Needs 
.-e Then Call in INTERNATIONAL 


@ THERE IS ONE LINE of trucks that meets 
every hauling requirement and gives you 
the greatest value per truck dollar: 


That's the International line! 


Whether you need light-delivery units 
from ¥2 to 1-ton capacity, medium heavy- 
duty trucks, or big heavy-duty trucks, there 
are Internationals to fit your job exactly. 


And as for truck value: One look at an 
International will show you they are sturdy, 
rugged trucks, built to take a lot of punish- 
ment throughout their long life. And when 


you get into the details, you really begin 
to appreciate the quality of International 
construction and the money-saving features 
engineered into these trucks... all designed 
to give owners the best in performance at 
low operating cost. 


Investigate International Trucks now. 
The nearby International dealer or Com- 
pany-owned branch will give you a demon- 
stration at your convenience. 

INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY 


(INCORPORATED) 


180 North Michigan Avenue Chicago, Illinois 





Decatur Cartage Company, Chicago, relies on International Trucks for low-cost hauling. This is one of the many Internationals in its fleet 


NTERNATIONAL TRUCKS 
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Have You Read These Books? 


Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing, 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and state commis- 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—75 cents. 


Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic de- 
partments, rules of freight classification, principles of 
rate making, tariff construction and interpretation, 
principles of rate structures, analysis of rate structures 
in Eastern, Southern, Western Trunk Line, Southwest- 
ern, Pacific Coast and Transcontinental territories, and 
the elements of export and import rates. 50 cents. 


Selling Highway Freight Transportation, by Charles E. 
Parks 


Eight chapters covering the effect of regulation on truck 
line merchandising methods, analysis of the shipping 
motives that influence the choice of a transportation 
agency, competition in the selling of transportation, sales 
resistance and how to meet it, suggested techniques for 
salesmen’s use in personal solicitation, and a discussion 
of the most profitable fields for selling highway freight 
transportation. 50 cents. 


Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, qualifications of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives, 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and _ traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 50 cents. 


Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, motor carrier 
organizations, principles of freight classifications and 
rate making, regulations governing tariffs and sched- 
ules, bills of lading and shipping documents, liability 
and insurance, accounting principles, analysis of various 
forms of regulation. 50 cents. 


Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 

Six chapters covering air mail services, the place of air 
express in present day distribution, passenger services, 
the regulation of air transportation by local, state, fed- 
eral and international agencies. Also a seventh chapter 
by Edgar S. Gorrell, President of the Air Transport 
Association of America, which summarizes the status 
of the air line industry of today. 50 cents. 


Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 


TRAFFIC WORLD manuals may be ordered at the single copy 
prices listed; any two for 75 cents; three or more, 35 cents 
each ; i lots of twenty-five or more, 30 cents each. Postage is 
prepaid. 


Complete Set of All Manuals.........$2.90 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Illinois 
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March 20—Memphis, Tenn.—Hotel Peabody—Examiner Snow: 

Ex Parte MC 3—In the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 

March 20—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 25: 
MC 925—Doyle Transfer Co., Inc., Glasgow, Ky., certificate or permit. 
March 20—New Orleans, La—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 
MC 18902—S. Jackson & Son, Inc., New Orleans, certificate or permit. 
MC 89388—S. Jackson and Son, Inc., New Orleans. 


March 20—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 89644—J. F. Schomberg Lumber Yard, McLean, Neb., certificate. 
MC 89648—F. C. Mathieson, Allen, Neb., certificate. 
MC 89743—H. Lundberg, Wausa, Neb., certificate. 


March 20—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 70 and 114: 
MC 89766—C. E. Bradbury Co., Bangor, Me., permit. 
MC 89866—Bickford’s Garage, Lisbon Falls, Me., permit. 
MC 93511—L. Losier, Gilead, Me., permit. 


March 20—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 95659—I. O. Curry, Yankton, S. D., certificate. 
MC 95664—H. Florey, Geddes, S. D., certificate. 


March 20—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 72938, Sub. 1—Utica Warehouse Co., Inc., Utica, N. Y., certif- 
icate to extend operations. 
MC 89083—W. E. Perkins, Skaneateles, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 92400—E. L. Simmons, Watertown, N. Y., certificate or permit. 


March 20—Trenton, N. J.—State Comm.—Examiner Fichthorn: 
MC 43700, Subs. 2 and 3—Fowser’s Fast Freight, Salem, N. J., cer- 
tificate te extend operations. 


March 20—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 13287—Arizona Refrigerator Transportation Co., Inc., Ltd., com- 
mon carrier application. 
MC 39221—A. P. Stephens, common carrier application. 
Finance 12111—Central Vermont proposed abandonment. 


March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Archer: 
28181—Citrus fruit from Florida to Baltimore, Md. 


Fourth section application 16028—Citrus fruits from Florida to north 
Atlantic ports. 


March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Worthington: 
1. & S. M-602 and |. & S. M-603—Petroleum, L. T. L., in south. 
|. & S. 4585 and I. & S. 4586—Petroleum, L. C. L. in south. 
1. & S. 4595—Excursion fares for C. C. C. camp enrollees in west. 


March 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Bernhard: 
Finance 11681—N. Y. S. & W. reorganization. 


March 20—Yakima, Wash.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bds. 80 and 169: 
MC 12132—Dulude Transfer & Storage Co., Yakima, license. 
MC 46221—Struthers Trucking Service, Yakima, certificate or permit. 


March 21—Allentown, Pa.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 89709—H. B. Shelly and Brother, Quakertown, Pa., certificate. 
MC 95692—L. O. Shellhamer, Tamaqua, Pa., certificate. 


March 21—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 73838—Holland Brothers, Statesville, N. C., certificate. 


March 21—Des Moines, lta.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bds. 146 and 182: 
MC 94089—W. B. Price, St. Ansgar, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 95503—E. Ziesmer, Garner, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95507—C. H. Buechler, Boone, Ia., certificate. 


March 21—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 89848—Cook and Fulmer, Billings, Mont., certificate. 


March 21—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 67684—Application of Flathead Transportation Co., Butte, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67838—Application of Polson Transfer Co., Polson, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67926—Application of Cook and Fulmer, Billings, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67951—Application of William Harris, Baker, Mont., for registra- 
tion of state operating authority. 
MC 67967—Application of Schmittou and Sons, Lavina, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67988—Application of Harlowton Transfer, Harlowton, Mont., for 
registration of state operating authority. 
March 21—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 25: 
MC 89634—O. E. Price, Columbia, Tenn., certificate. 


March 21—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 94008—A. A. Crowell Truck Service, Shenandoah, Ia., certificate. 


March 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 255: 
MC 93436—V. S. Spratt, Philadelphia, permit. 
MC 95689—N. Venitsky, Philadelphia, permit. 


March 21—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 114 and 69: 
Mc 8s9898—A. B. A. Motor Transport, Cumberland Center, Me., per- 
mit. 
MC 92215—B & R Motor Express, Thomaston, Me., certificate or 
permit. 
March 21—Pueblo, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 43: 
MC 89695—Motor Oil and Gas Co., Pueblo, Colo., certificate. 
March 21—Pueblo, Colo.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC 49286 and Sub. 1—Denver-Taos Motor Transport, Pueblo. 
March 21—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 185: 
MC 92986—A. Anderson,, Burke, S. D., certificate. 
March 21—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 67 and Examiner 
Driscoll: 
MC 41909—E H. Isbell, Morrisville, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
MC 8s9699—A. A. Ward, Corning, N. Y., permit. 
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How Much Did Your Damage 
Claims Amount to Last Year? 


How many complaints did you re- 
ceive from dissatisfied customers? 
If your complaints, caused by 
breakage, are running high, check 
your shipping box. With no obli- 
gation, H & D will make a thor- 
ough analysis of your shipping 
problem and design the type of 
engineered shipping box that will 
reduce your claims to an absolute 
minimum. It pays to call on H & D 
for help in reducing breakage. 


The Hinde & Dauch Paper Co., 
3921 Decatur St., Sandusky, Ohio 


Factories in Principal Cities 





SEND FOR FREE BOOK. You'll get 
plenty of ideas from “Package 
Engineering.” Describes notable 
successes in the field of packaging. 


Free for the asking. 
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SHIPPING BOXES 
PROTECT IN TRANSIT 
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Personal Notes 





Samuel Thomas Bledsoe, president of the Santa Fe System 
Lines, died at his home in Chicago, March 8. He had been in 
ill health since the first of the year and became suddenly 
worse Monday afternoon. 


F. A. Fox has been appointed general agent, Union Pacific, 
at Sacramento, Calif. 


F. B. Leonard has been appointed train rules examiner, 
C. B. and Q., at Chicago. 

W. E. Sinclair has been appointed general agent at Min- 
neapolis and D. M. McGeen, general agent at St. Paul, C. M. St. 
P. and P. The position of commercial agent at both points has 
been abolished. 

H. L. Van Amburgh has been appointed traffic manager of 
the Union Stock Yards Company of Omaha and the South 
Omaha Terminal Railway Company. 

M. A. Calhoun has been appointed assistant general freight 
agent, Seaboard Air Line, at Savannah, Ga., succeeding H. G. 
Glaiber, assigned to other duties on account of the state of his 
health. The position of acting assistant general freight agent 
is abolished. 

Andrew F. Lane has been appointed director of the bureau 
of traffic, Boston Port Authority. He was general agent, ma- 
rine traffic, Boston and Maine Railroad. 

A. R. Mitchell has been appointed general agent, C. A. 
and S., at Washington, D. C., to succeed J. G. Quick, resigned. 

W. E. Johnson has been appointed general agent, Texas 
Electric Railway Company, at Chicago. 

Adam Lorch, vice-president and general manager of the 
New Orleans Transfer Company, died March 3 after an illness 
of about two months. 

Just to make sure about Charlie Hamilton’s deanship of the 
Washington press corps we checked up on Senate Press Gal- 
lery records and, thanks to Superintendent Bill Collins, find 
that our perpetual treasurer registered originally at the first 
session of the 48th Congress. By way of his own proof, Charlie 
has a gallery card for the Detroit Tribune and Omaha Herald 
dated Jan. 16, 1883, signed by Senator Frye of Maine, then 
chairman of the Senate Rules Committee. Charlie now repre- 
sents the Binghamton News. Next in point of continuous serv- 
ice is A. E. (Pop) Heiss, now writing for the Traffic World, 
who took out his first gallery card as correspondent for the 
Pittsburgh Dispatch in November, 1895._-From the Goldfish 
Bowl published by the National Press Club of Washington, D. C. 

J. J. Hogan, city passenger agent, C. M. St. P. and P., at Ta- 
coma, Wash., has been appointed traveling freight and pas- 
senger agent at Portland, Ore., succeeding C. H. McCrimmon, 
resigned. R. E. Schaffert, city ticket agent at Spokane, succeeds 
Mr. Hogan. John K. Paine, assistant city ticket agent at Seattle, 
succeeds Mr. Schaffert. Maurice Burns, cashier in the pas- 
senger department at Chicago succeeds Mr. Paine. 


The Inter-State Motor Freight System has appointed E. J. 
Heenan and E. J. Keiter terminal managers at Cincinnati and 
South Bend, respectively. 


J. R. Coulter, general traffic manager, Frisco Railroad, 
speaking March 6 before the Kansas City Advertising Club, 
said that, when inequitable conditions were adjusted for the 
railroads, the combined resources of salesmanship, merchan- 
dising, and advertising would be the solution of railroad ills. 
Pending solution of the conditions referred to, he said, the 
railroads must depend all the more on these three tools. S. S. 
Butler, assistant chief traffic officer of the Frisco, was also a 
speaker on the program, which was devoted to “Frisco Day.” 

George M. Stayart, formerly assistant traffic manager of 
the Wilson and Bennett Manufacturing Company, is now with 
the General Box Company as assistant to the general traffic 
manager with headquarters at Chicago. 


W. F. Mullady, vice-president, American Trucking Asso- 
ciations, Inc., will speak on the subject, “Motor Transporta- 
tion—The New Industry,” at a civic affairs luncheon sponsored 
by the Chamber of Commerce at the Sinton Hotel, Cincinnati, 
March 14. 

L. A. Tidwell has been appointed division freight and pas- 
senger agent of the Frisco Railway at Fort Smith. He was 
traveling freight and passenger agent. 

Frank M. Cole, president of the Radial Warehouse Com- 
pany, Kansas City, Mo., has been reelected president of the 
Kansas City Warehousemen’s Association for his eleventh term. 

Phi Alpha Gamma Upsilon, traffic fraternity of San Fran- 
cisco, at its monthly dinner meeting March 2, had as its speaker 
Harry Greenwood Swift, vice-president of Beckmann, Hol- 
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lister and Company, Inc. His subject was “War, Chastity or 
Diet for Europe?” 

Norbert J. Beez has been appointed traffic manager of 
the Jennison-Wright Company, Toledo, Ohio. 

The Mississippi Valley Barge Line Company announces 
the following appointments: J. W. Quackenboss, general agent 
at New Orleans, to succeed L. E. Pic, who died; Richard O. 
Davies, general agent at Louisville, to succeed Mr. Quacken- 
boss; Virgil J. Angell, traveling freight agent at New Orleans, 
to succeed Mr. Davies; T. T. Golden, soliciting freight agent 
at St. Louis, to succeed Mr. Angell. 

The Warehousemen’s Association of the Port of New York 
will hold its fifth annual beefsteak dinner at the Holt Post- 
keller April 12. 

C. H. Callaghan, manager of the Maritime Exchange, will 
address the convention of the National Rivers and Harbors 
Congress at the Mayflower Hotel, Washington, March 23, on 
the proposed St. Lawrence Canal. 

The following have been elected officers of Pacific Railway 
Club: President, George E. Gaylord, superintendent, Southern 
Pacific Company; first vice-president, A. M. Reinhardt, assistant 
freight traffic manager, Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
way Company; second vice-president, Leonard V. Newton, 
vice-president, Market Street Railway Company; treasurer, 
C. F. Post, general purchasing agent, Western Pacific Rail- 
way Company. William S. Wollner, who has been the club’s 
executive secretary for its entire twenty-two years, will con- 
tinue in that capacity. The new officers are to be installed at 
the club’s twenty-second anniversary banquet at The Mart 
Club, San Francisco, March 23. The principal speaker will be 
M. J. Gormley on the subject, “Who Should Pay the Freight?” 

Effective April 1, the following changes will be made in the 
Southern Pacific Lines traffic department: Wm. Simmons, 
traffic manager, Southern Pacific Steamship Lines (Morgan 
Line), will retire under the pension rules. The position of 
traffic manager will be abolished, and S. C. Chiles will be 
general freight agent in charge of freight rates, solici- 
tation, and service. E. H. Rutherford, now general agent New 
York, will succeed Mr. Chiles as general eastern freight agent, 
Southern Pacific, New York; H. F. Starke, now general agent, 
Pittsburgh, will be general agent, New York, succeeding Mr. 
Rutherford; E. N. Hurd, Jr., general agent, Washington, D. C., 
will be general agent, Pittsburgh, succeeding Mr. Starke; W. H. 
Herrin, assistant chief clerk, general office, Chicago, will suc- 
ceed Mr. Hurd; E. H. Gubbins, special representative, New 
York, will be office manager in the office of general traffic 
manager, Chicago. 


March 21—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC C-65 and Sub. 1—Anderson Motor Service Co. et al. vs. Mercury 
Motor Transportation Co. 
March 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Kirby: 
Finance 9918—Missouri Pacific reorganization. 


March 21—Yakima, Wash.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 80: 


MC 5613, Sub. 2—C. P. Houghton, Zillah, Wash., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 12130—Varco Truck Brokerage, Yakima. 
tions. 


March 21—Yakima, Wash.—Commercial Club—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 88644, Sub. 1—C. L. Akes, Yakima, certificate to extend opera- 
March 22—Allentown, Pa.—Americus Hotel—Examiner Vinskey and Jt. 
Bd. 67: 
MC 89902—A. Gangemi, Reading, permit. 
MC 61993—Waer Bus Lines, Inc., Bangor, Pa., certificate. 


March 22—Des Moines, !a.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bds. 181 and 182: 
MC 94125—Lockrem & Son, Thompson, Ia., certificate or permit. 
MC 95032—C. F. Kinkade, Milford, Ia., certificate. 

MC 95321—Brown Transfer, Schaller, Ia., certificate. 


March 22—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hendon: 


* MC-F 824—Rutherford Freight Line, Inc., purchase, Textile Trans- 
portation, Inc. 


March 22—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 67991—Application of Charles Washington Miller, Miles City, 
Mont., for registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67992—Application of John Stephen Hicks, Miles City, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 


MC 67993—Application of Milton George Crist, Miles City, Mont., for 


registration of state operating authority. 
MC 67994—Application of Taylor David Canoy, Miles City, Mont., 
for registration of state operating authority. 


MC 67998—Application of Fortman Truck Line, Hamilton, Mont., for 


registration of state operating authority. 


March 22—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 157: 

* MC 89926—Troy-Elba-Dothan Bus Line, Troy, Ala., certificate. 

March 22—Montpelier, Vt.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 189 and 132: 
MC 37022—L. B. Lyman, Hartland, Vt., certificate or permit. 
MC 89738—G. E. Brouillette, Richford, Vt., permit. 
MC 89756—C. Menard, Coaticook, Que., Can., certificate. 
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SUBSCRIBE FOR 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
to get copies of those that will change your rates, 
well in advance of the effective dates. 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 


Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to give public notice of 
all proposals received from shippers and carriers 
to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each proposal. Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until after the 
new rates were published. 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before making 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, and 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two regulatory 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 


4. Advance Information of Classification 


Changes 


Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
ceive free of charge the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 
changes currently proposed. 





5. Other Essential Rate Information 


Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
applications and orders, tariffs returned and express 
tariffs. 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Ill. 
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March 22—Nashville, Tenn.—State Comm.—Examiner Maidens: 
MC 20783, Sub. 1—W. H. Tompkins Co., Nashville, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


March 22—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bds. 28 and 246: 
MC 2579, Sub. 1—Scariano Delivery Service, New Orleans, permit. 
MC 89808—R. E. Morgan Truck Line, Natalbany, La., permit. 


March 22—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontanelle—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 78259—Mercury Truck Lines, Inc., Omaha, Neb. 


March 22—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontanelle—Jt. Bd. 136: 
MC 62126—Equitable Freight Lines, Inc., Omaha, Neb. 


March 22—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 2264—Werner’s Wildwood Express, Philadelphia. 
MC 58970—Lehigh Valley Motor Express Corp., Allentown, Pa. 


March 22—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner Fuller: 
27900—Intrastate class rates in North Carolina. 


March 22—Vicksburg, Miss.—U. S. Court—Examiner Prichard: 
Finance 12197—Application of Y. & M. V. for certificate permitting 
abandonment of line extending from Spanish Fort to Kelso, Miss. 


March 22—Santa Fe, N. M.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 125: 
MC 89487—H. M. Trujillo, Taos, N. M., certificate. 


March 22—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 
MC 89843—N. Anderson, Steen, Minn., certificate. 
MC 95662—L. Niessink, Steen, Minn., certificate. 


March 22—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 157: 
* MC 89466—D. F. Barker, Eufala, Ala., common carrier application. 


March 22—Sioux Falls, S. D.—County Court—Jt. Bd. 147: 
* MC 95330—J. Bosch, Steen, Minn., certificate. 


March 22—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Driscoll: 
1. & S. M-594—Linoleum, N. J., N. Y. and Pa. to Rome, Syracuse 
and Utica. 


March 22—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 88280—Cornwall-Massena Bus Line, Cardinal, Ont., Can., cer- 
tificate. 


March 22—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Finance 9918—Missouri Pacific reorganization. 


March 22—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4545—Wallboards and wall paper between W. T. L. points. 


March 22—Wichita, Kan.—Allis Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-614—Bureh Truck Line, commodities between Chicago 
and Kansas. 


March 23—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Driscoll: 
MC 91136—The Best Way, Inc., Albany, certificate or permit. 


March 23—Albany, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 161: 
MC 67029, Sub. 1—A. P. Siegel, Albany, certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


March 23—Albuquerque, N. M.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 212: 
MC 89393—H. L. Bigler Transport, Cortez, Colo., permit. 


March 23—Albuquerque, N. M.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 125: 
MC 89484—New Mexico Film Express Co., Albuquerque. 


March 23—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 74632—T. J. Fletcher and M. F. Baldwin, West End, N. C., 
permit. 


March 23—Des Moines, la.—Kirkwood Hotel—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 94820—L. T. Engel, Early, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95213—N. Harkins, Guthrie Center, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95248—V. E. Hannum, Boone, Ia., certificate. 
MC 95555—J. Mackey, Churdan, Ia., certificate. 
March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 119: 


MC 59539, Sub. 1—Siebert’s Express, Glassboro, N. J., certificate to 
extend operations. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28182, Sub. No. 1, Tide Water Associated Oil Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. 

Rates and charges, gasoline and other petroleum products, points 
in Oklahoma to points in Kansas and Missouri, in violation of 
section 6. Asks reparation. (J. R. Lewallen, P. O. Box 731, Tulsa, 
Okla.) 

No. 28201, The Chas. Taylor Sons Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. C. & O. et al. 

Rates and charges, old used fire brick, Middletown, O., to Taylor, 
Ky., in violation of sections 1 and 4, the fourth section violation 
being that the rate asked exceeded the combination of rate fac- 
tors to and from Cincinnati, of $1.80 and $1.44. Ask rates and 
reparation. (R. A. Ellison, Neave Bldg., Cincinnati, O.) 

No. 28202, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce, for 
Leigh Ballenberg, Lynchburg, Va., vs. C. & O. et al. 

Rates and charges, household effects, points in New York and 
New Jersey to Lynchburg, Va., in violation of section 1. Asks 
reasonable rates and reparation. (W. G. Burnett, 209 Lynch Bldg., 
Lynchburg, Va.) 

No. 28203, Donald V. Sotherden, Clay, N. Y., vs. N. Y. C. et al. 

Rates and charges, anthracite coal, carloads, points in Penn- 
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RDER AND SYSTEM 


ARE NOBLER THINGS THAN POWER 


Mi 





* § ° - * Ruskin 
= 
(BRS, From our observation and experience we should say that 
[¢ ? § > R 
VN JJ Ruskin’s thought might well be changed to read “Order and 
~ NE” 
ei . : 
ot system are noble things, and possessing them one has power.” 
{FENN SS 
: NV Certainly, the order and system necessary in the efficient 
{fs handling of freight is no mean power. Our job at “North 
8 Be 
* We? Western” is to develop this power to its maximum. 
S § Pej 


itiiti 


Uy, 
SS 


S 
= 
3S 

SS 


CHICAG E NORTH WESTERN RY. 


By 


uy 


ROUTE YOUR CARGO) Roure GALVESTON-= 


| For EFFICIENT, 
where Transcontinental Rairoade || ECONOMICAL SERVICE 
reach the Municipal Terminal and QUICK DISPATCH 


without any switching charges. 


PORT OF TACOMA | Galveston Wharf Company 


Est. 1854 
P. O. Box 1612 Cable “‘Portacoma”’ | | Geo. Sealy, Pres. F. W. Parker, V. P. & G. M. 


via FRANCE «2:5 CENTRAL EUROPE 


Ask for additional information on inland 
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routes...map of France free upon request 
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sylvania to Clay, N. Y., in violation of section 3, the undue pref- 
erence alleged being for dealers at Syracuse and Liverpool, N. Y. 
Asks new rates and reparation. (Frederick L. Barnes, Merchants 
Bank Bldg., Syracuse, N. Y.) 

. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. 

Practices and application and exaction of rates and charges to 
and from points in New Jersey in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3, 
the undue preference alleged being for New York City, various 
business enterprises in that city, and the shippers of similar freight 
to and from New York City and the traffic so shipped. Asks rates 
such as the Commission may deem reasonable and just. (David 
T. Wilentz, attorney general, Robert Peacock, assistant attorney 
general, and John J. Hickey, of counsel.) 


. 28205, Northern Oats Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. B. & O. et al. 
Unreasonable rates and charges, cereal food preparations (rolled 
oats), prepared for human consumption, but requiring cooking, 
carloads, Minneapolis, Minn., to Lexington, Ky., and Knoxville, 
Tenn. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (C. W. Loufek, 1205 
Jackson St., N. E., Minneapolis, Minn.) 
. 28206, Kroger Grocery & Baking Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. St. L.- 
Ss. F. et al. 

Rates and charges, potatoes, carloads, Idaho shipping points via 
Ellsworth, Kan., and Kansas City, Mo., to St. Louis, Mo., in viola- 
tion of sections 1 and 4, Asks reparation. (William B. Daly, 35 
E. Seventh St., Cincinnati, O.) 

. 28207, California Oregon Paper Mills, Los Angeles, Cailif., 
vs. Southern Pacific et al. 

Rates, wrapping paper, Los Angeles, Calif., to Boston, Mass., 
shipped November 16, 1935, and stopped at Philadelphia, Pa., partly 
to unload in violation of sections 1 and 3. Asks reparation. (Ralph 
L. Shepherd, 401 Spalding Bldg., and William C. McCulloch, 1016 
Spalding Bidg., Portland, Ore.) 

C-112, General Transportation Co., Boston, Mass., vs. 
Freight Co., Inc., New York, N. Y. 

Alleges that defendant’s refusal to pay a just, reasonable and 
equitable division of increased rates, which became effective Octo- 
ber 2, 1938, between Peabody and Salem, Mass., and New York, 
N. Y., on leather and artificial leather, and hides and skins, green 
salted, is in violation of section 216(c) of the motor carrier act. 
Asks that the Commission rule in its favor by prescribing rates for 
each as set forth in paragraph 7 of the complaint. 


et al. 
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Professional Services Directory 


Commercial Traffic Managers Traffic Counselors 
Traffic Bureaus 1.C.C. Practitioners 
-_—e 


Traffic managers will find this section of value in getting 
outside assistance on special work and in answering inquiries 
from smaller shippers who wish to obtain these special 
services. 


ROY W. FLETCHER 


Statistician and Consulting Accountant—30 Years. 

Investigations—Cost Studies—Valuation and Rate 

Case Data — Statistical Analyses — Assistance to 
Counsel in Transportation Matters 


2346 Daily News Building 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Statistical | HENRY J. SAUNDERS 


and Consulting Engineer, Statistical and 
Accounting Analyst 
Cost Studies of Operating Costs and Traffic 
Analyses 644 Transportation Bldg. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Traffic 
and 
Commerce 
Specialists 
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QUAKER LINE 
and 
CALIFORNIA EASTERN LINE 


Coast to Coast Services 
Albany, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Norfolk, 
Newport News, Savannah, Jacksonville, Cristobal 
and 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland, Stockton, Sacramento, 
Portland, Seattle and Tacoma 


DAWNIC STEAMSHIP CORP. 


General Eastern Agents 
17 Battery Place, New York 


Albany—D & H Building Chicago—327 S. LaSalle St. 
Philadelphie—The Bourse Pittsburgh—Gulf Bidg. 
Norfolk—111 E. Plume Street Detroit—General Motors Bidg. 
Baltimore—Keyser Build Savannah—Cotton Exchange Bidg. 


liding 
Boston—-33 Broed Street. Jacksonville—P. ©. Box 1866 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXIII, No. 10 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Argument in Ex Parte MC 26, assigned for March 10, at Washing- 
tion, D. C., was cancelled and reassigned for March 29, at Washington, 
2. c. 

Hearing in MC 89734, assigned for March 10, at Memphis, Tenn., 
was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Argument in MC 71192, assigned for March 9, at Washington, D. 
C., was cancelled and reassigned for March 24, at Washington, D. C. 

Hearing in MC 95051 and Sub. 1, assigned for March 7, at the 
Coronado Hotel, St. Louis, Mo., was transferred to the Court & 
Customs Bldg. 

Hearings in MC 52381, Subs. 2 and 3, assigned for March 7, at 
Madison, Wis., were cancelled. 

MC 75812 and MC 75813, Lang Transportation Corp., Vernon, Calif., 
certificate or permit, were set for hearing March 6, at Los Angeles. 

Hearing in MC 93824, assigned for March 10, at New York, N. Y., 
was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 95648, assigned for March 11, at Memphis, Tenn., 
was cancelled. 





HARVESTER COMPANY PLANT MODERNIZATION 

A $3,000,000 modernization program for its tractor works 
in Chicago is included in the International Harvester Com- 
pany’s current schedule of plant rehabilitation and rearrange- 
ment, it is announced. The local plant modernization program, 
begun in 1938, will extend through this year and probably will 
not be completed until some time in 1940. 

Including outlay for plant modernization programs already 
announced at Rock Island, Illinois, and Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
and $1,000,000 for new construction in the recently announced 
motor truck engine plant in Indianapolis, the Harvester Com- 
pany’s present plant modernization and new construction 
schedule involves an expenditure of about $12,000,000. 

The changes at Tractor Works, Chicago, were begun last 
year with the construction of a $1,000,000 factory addition for 
the manufacture of crawler-type tractors. About $800,000 will 
be spent this year for the purchase of new machinery, the 
rehabilitation of existing machinery, and the rearrangement 
of the entire plant so as to obtain greater capacity and 
manufacturing efficiency. No further factory building con- 
struction work is involved in the program. The remainder 
of the $3,000,000 will be spent next year in completing the 
plant modernization program. 





FREIGHT CLAIM PRINCIPLES 

The general committee of the freight claim division of the 
Association of American Railroads, on account of conflict of 
other meetings, has postponed from March 14 to March 16 the 
special committee meeting with regard to the revision of the 
principles and practices for the investigation and disposition of 
freight claims (see Traffic World, Feb. 25, p. 436). The meet- 
ing will take place at the Palmer House, Chicago, III. 


Complete details on documentation, consular regula- 
tions, and shipping procedure to every country and 
political subdivision in the world. 1800 pages of exact 
information on export shipping. A standard service 
which has been saving export traffic men, time, 
trouble and mistakes for 35 years. 


Descriptive circular mailed on request 


EXPORTERS’ ENCYCLOPAEDIA 


20 Vesey Street New York 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


« « RATES: $1.00 a Line, Minimum 3 Lines » » 


FOR RENT—100x190 FEET 


2617 S. Wabash Ave., Chicago—Building suitable for motor terminal, stor- 
age, etc. Excellent office and show room space. New steamheating plant. 
Six skylights. Entrance on three sides. COMMUNICATE WITH OWNER 


—J. J. Gore, 5860 Kenmore Ave., Chicago. (Phone—Longbeach 6626.) 


FOR SALE—Four three-drawer, matched, counter high, V type, 
automatic expanding tariff files, with about 1,000 fibre index tabs. In 
excellent condition. Also, used 24-inch Remington typewriter, elite 
type. Address Purchasing Agent, P. O. Box 1155, Chicago, Ill. 
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Why 
ALLIED VAN LINES 


APPLAUDS 
the 
HUNDREDWEIGHT 


RATE BASIS 


Allied Van Lines believes tariffs on the hundredweight rate 
basis will benefit traffic managers who must move employes, 
just as they will benefit movers of household goods. This 
is the tariff basis for determining freight charges used by 
railroad and steamship lines and by motor carriers of general 
freight. It should be the basis used by motor carriers of 
household goods. 


The space displacement or so-called ‘‘cubic foot’’ basis 
of determining freight charges is not and cannot be made 
accurate. Officials of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
have so stated. 


The soundness, the fairness, and the convenience of the 
hundredweight rate basis are obvious. The evils of over- 
charging and undercharging that are possible under tariffs 
on a ‘‘cubic foot’’ basis are equally obvious. 


Allied Van Lines has advocated the hundredweight rate 
basis since before the original tariffs required by Motor 
Carrier Act, 1935, were published as of April 1, 1936. 
Allied Van Lines will continue to advocate such a tariff 
basis. Allied Van Lines and all its Agent-Members are 
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Administration Building, Interstate Commerce Commission, Washington, D. C. 


hopeful the Interstate Commerce Commission soon will 
require that all household goods transportation rates shall 
be published on the hundredweight basis. 


Add to the advantages of rates so standardized, the facilities 
at the command of each of Allied’s more than 500 Agent- 
Members—the largest, finest, and most modern highway 
fleet devoted exclusively to long-distance moving... a 
nation-wide network of up-to-date warehouses . . . the 
undivided responsibility of the world’s largest moving 
corporation, which stands unequivocally behind every 
Allied shipment. The result—the best household goods 
transportation service men and motor vehicles can provide. 
Allied Van Lines carries cargo insurance to the full extent 
required by law. From Allied you can get real all-risk 
transit insurance at the lowest rate obtainable. 

Allied Van Lines operates under the Federal Motor Carrier 
Act, 1935, is a member of the Household Goods Carriers’ 
Bureau, and a participant in its tariff publications. 

Make the local Agent-Member of Allied Van Lines your 
counsel in employe-transfer. 


ALLIED VAN LINES, INC. 


THE WORLD’S LARGE Satcatne sennnes MOVERS 
AGENT-MEMBERS IN ALL PRINCIPAL CITIES - HEADQUARTERS IN CHICAGO AT 1018 SOUTH WABASH AVE. 





makes this the logical definition of 
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plus a remedy for overtime hazard 


(as a modern business dictionary might give the facts) 


Public ware’hous'ing (CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSE 
SERVICE). 1. A practical aid in control of manufacturing 
costs whereby an even flow of production can be maintained 
without the cost penalties of overtime. ...2. A proved facility 
enabling the manufacturer to utilize finished stocks as col- 
lateral or arrange for Crooks Terminal financing. ... 3. An 
efficient and economical means of insuring accurate stock- 
keeping and prompt delivery to manufacturer’s customers. 
... 4. A sound business practice which permits expansion of 
operations without necessity for permanent investments in 
leases or real estate, buildings and equipment. ...5. The 
actual benefit derived by this practice almost makes the cost 
of such service a negligible item. 








